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A certain remark of Alexandre Dumas, made 
to show his opinion of French justice, acquires pe- 
culiar significance in view of the Dreyfus trial. “If I 
were accused of stealing the towers of Notre Dame,” he 
observed, “I should not undertake to defend myself. I 
should bolt.” 


Now that all executions of the death penalty are to take 
place within the walls of the penitentiary, the next step in our 
advance is to do away with the barbarous method of hanging 
a human being like a dog. Electrocution has been tested and 
proved to be in every respect preferable, as well as more in 
harmony with the civilization of the age.—The Bar. 


But will our contemporary please inform us what is 
the real good of the death penalty, however it may chance 
to be inflicted ? 





A Pennsylvania judge has recently devised a very 
effective method of dealing with controversies in boards 
of education which are so violent as to result in a dead- 
lock to the detriment of the schools in the district. In a 
litigation arising out of a dispute of this kind, he has 
imposed all the costs of the suit upon the individual mem- 
bers of the board who were responsible for it. 





The laxity with which judicial proceedings seem to 
be conducted in Colorado is illustrated by a recently re- 
ported criminal case in which the Sheriff is said to have 
permitted the jury, under the charge of his officers, to 
attend a theatrical performance which consisted mainly 
of a burlesque trial in court. A motion to set aside the 
verdict on this ground was denied, as several of the jurors 
testified that the play had no effect whatever upon their 
minds. 


We have considerable respect for the ingenuity of the 
teporter upon the staff of the Chicago Tribune who in- 
vented the following legal puzzle. The hero of the vera- 
cious anecdote in question, who is ae of ascertain- 
ing his nationality, was born on board a Spanish vessel 
after it had passed the Narrows in New York Harbor, 
before the vessel landed. His father was born in Ireland, 
teared in England, became a citizen of the United States, 

returned to London and married his mother, who 
Was born on British soil of French parents. 

While they were on the way to America in a German 

ship the vessel foundered in midocean and his parents 





were rescued with the crew and taken on board the 
Spanish vessel, where he was born. 





The unanimous decision of the New York Court of 
Appeals against Mr. Emil Greeff—whose suit against the 
Equitable Life Insurance Company was considered in the 
June number—is of considerable interest to the large 
number of people holding endowment life insurance pol- 
icies. Unless further developments occur, the compan- 
ies and not the policy-holders will continue to control 
the surpluses. According to this decision, the policy- 
holder is entitled to a share of the surplus, but only such 
a share as the directors may decide. The decision says: 

“We think the principle which controls the disposi- 
tion of surplus earnings of a stock corporation is applic- 
able here. In these cases it has often been held that until 
dividends have been declared a stockholder had no right 
of action at law to recover any part of the fund applicable 
for that purpose. In a sense, all the funds in the posses- 
sion of a mutual insurance company, over and above its 
immediate and present liabilities, may be regarded as sur- 
plus; yet it is not for that reason understood as belonging 
to or to be immediately distributed among the policy- 
holders, either by them or by the company. The word 
surplus, like the word liabilities, has a special meaning, 
which has arisen in this branch of the insurance business. 
Such surplus could be held by them not only for the 
protection of their policy-holders, but as an inducement 
to the public to insure. In the absence of fraud all the 
acts of the officers are conclusive.” 

To which the New York Sun makes this rejoinder: 

“Without disrespect to the decision of the Court of 
Appeals or suggesting in any way that it is not good 
law, it may be questioned whether its analogy of a stock- 
holder in a corporation to a policy-holder in a mutual 
insurance organization is a just one. The stockholder 
can sell his shares, receiving therefor a sum which rep- 
resents a pro rata interest in the undivided and well- 
known profits of the concern. This is shown in the high 
market quotations of the stocks of many companies 
which have never made any distribution of profits what- 
ever. The holder of an insurance policy has no such re- 
course.” 





Mr. Justice Barrett of the First Judicial Department 
having testified before the legislative investigating com- 
mittee that litigants were forced to try their causes ae 
fore referees in New York County at great. expense be- 
cause the calendars of the courts there are from two to 
three years in arrears, the “Evening Post” calls atten- 
tion to the fact that the trial justices of the Supreme 
Court there are on the bench for but a very few number 
of hours per day, and suggests that if they would only sit 
for a reasonable amount of time the calendars could be 
cleared and the business of the courts done promptly. 

This is a subject in respect to which the judges in 
the First Judicial Department have not heard the last. 
Indeed, they are only hearing the beginning of it. They 
are paid splendid salaries, the largest in this country, and 
their number is ample to do all the work with reasonable 
promptness. If they do not sit a proper number of hours 
and do the work, they may be certain that the day of 
reckoning will come. The matter is now being much 
talked about, and the voice of discontent will grow into 
a roar in due time. Do not be under a delusion, gentle- 
men of the judiciary of New York County. 

Last year a justice of the Second Department who was 
holding court in New York County for a month held 
court until 5 o’clock in the afternoon. He was very. 
promptly sent a polite admonition by the learned judges 
of the Appellate ‘Division of the First Judicial Depart- 
ment that it was contrary to rules to do so; that he 
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should not sit later than 4 o’clock. Think of that! To 
start with, it was none of their business how late a trial 
judge chose to sit, but if they had any authority in the 
matter one might well think they would exercise it by 
having the trial courts sit from Io to 5, and longer hours 
if necessary, in order to do,the work the public have a 
right to demand of them.—Brooklyn “Eagle.” 


_Kaiser Wilhelm certainly considers his own personal 
dignity to be a matter of no small consequence. Of- 
fenses against the majesty of that potentate in the one 
year 1898 were punished, taken together, with two 
thousand years of imprisonment according to the “Nurn- 
“verger Zeitung.” 

We advise our German friends to bear in mind a cer- 
4in passage from the memoirs of that celebrated gentle- 
ian, Mr. Bonaparte of Corsica, as compiled by the tal- 
Ated historian, John Kendrick Bangs. The writer in 

e (more or less) veracious narrative in question makes 
4s hero observe in speaking of the troublous times of 
de French Revolution: “If it had not been for my taci- 
aurnity, Talleyrand, I should have got it in the neck.” 

“Got what in the neck?” asked Talleyrand. 

“The guillotine,” replied the Emperor. “It was the 
freedom of speech which people of those sanguinary days 
allowed themselves that landed many a fine head in the 
basket. As for me, I simply held my tongue with both 
hands, and when I wearied of that I called some one in 
to hold it for me. If I had filled the newspapers with ‘In- 
terviews with Napoleon Bonaparte,’ and articles on 
‘Where is France at?’ with monographs in the leading re- 
views every month on ‘Why I am what I am,’ and all 
such stuff as that, I’d have condensed my career into one 
or two years, and ended by having my head divorced from 
my shoulders in a most commonplace fashion. Taciturn- 
ity is a big thing when you know how to work it, and 
so is proneness to irritability.” 





A contemporary asserts that it is estimated that there 
are 10,000 lawyers in New York City, while in the Bor- 
ough of Manhattan alone there are some 2,500 law stu- 
dents besides those who are studying in offices. 








PRIVATE MORALITY IN PUBLIC POSIITIONS. 





The attempts that are being made to prevent Mr. 
Roberts of Utah from assuming his seat in Congress on 
the ground that he has been guilty of polygamy revive 
the old question whether, after all, a man’s private char- 
acter upon points not affecting his ability or integrity, 
has very much to do with his qualification for public 
office? Can it be contended logically that Gen. Brecken- 
ridge of Kentucky was any the less qualified to perform 
his duties in Congress by reason of the Madelaine Pollard 


affair? Instances might be multiplied of individuals who’ 


have well loved and worthily served their fellow men, 
whose private lives could scarcely bear inspection. It is 
doubtful whether any two persons contributed more to 
the freeing of France from Bourbon tyranny than did Jean 
Jacques Rousseau and Mirabeau, and yet biographers for 
good and sufficient reason usually confine their attention 
to the public acts of these great reformers. Numberless 
instances might be cited in favor of this contention. We 
mention these specific cases because they furnish such 
excellent illustrations. Mind, we are not standing spon- 
sor for the proposition that private morality has nothing 
whatever to do with fitness for office, as it is certainly 
doubtful how the community at large can have faith in 
one whose acts are not above reproach—at least so far 
above as human nature will permit. How can a judge, 
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for instance, whose private character is notorious, be q 
proper arbiter in actions for divorce? The loss of eop. 
fidence resulting from a loss of respect would lead the 
community to attach but little faith in the fairness of hj; 
decisions. 

The argument on the negative side of the genera 
proposition may be summed up in the broad statement 
that a candidate should only be disqualified when the par. 
ticular objectionable trait in his character is of such a na. 
ture that it may have relation to the office he is to as. 
sume, being one which would affect him in a discharge of 
its duties. Thus, to put extreme cases, it is argued that 
the reputation for integrity of a treasurer of public funds 
should be above reproach, his character in other respects 
counting for little. The ability and bravery of a success- 
ful general is to be alone considered, although like Marl- 
borough, his other good qualities may prove conspicu- 
ous by their absence. If a statesman has the ability of a 
Mazarin or a Warren Hastings, what if he also have 
their proneness to yield to the influence of cupidity? One 
may prove a great philosopher though he possess the van- 
ity of a Voltaire. 

The discussion is one where good briefs may be pre- 
sented on both sides. Certainly we do not intend to pass 
upon the question, since it must be confessed that we are 
rather inclined to believe that a public official should be 
respected by his fellow citizens in his private as well as 
public capacity. 








THE THEORY OF ROTATION IN OFFICE AS 
APFLIED TO THE JUDICIARY. 





It seems to be a strange theory in the popular mind 
that two terms of office should be enough for any poli- 
tician. What the foundation for this is we are not 
quite prepared to say unless, possibly, the belief that the 
individual in question must have accumulated so much 
wealth by reason of the place held by him that he is placed 
beyond necessity of labor for the rest of his life. This po- 
sition—bad enough to assume as to any office—is subject 
to unmeasured condemnation when it is attempted to be 
taken in regard to the judiciary. One term of office is 
usually not more than barely sufficient to give that train- 
ing to a member of the bench which will qualify him for 
his new position. At the end of the second term one who 
has demonstrated his worthiness for the place becomes a 
tool apt for service which, generally speaking, it is very 
inexpedient to cast aside. The great trouble seems to 
be that we are carrying political theories to an extreme 
when we attempt to apply the same rules to a candidate 
for judicial honors that we would to an alderman or 
constable. William L. Marcy, when United States Sena- 
tor from New York, commending the politicians of his 
own party in that State, in his oft-quoted speech, said: 
“They boldly preach what they practice. When they 
are contending for victory, they avow their intention 
of enjoying the fruits of it; if they are defeated they ex- 
pect to retire from office. They see nothing wrong in 
the rule that to the victors belong the spoils of the 
enemy” (Von Holst II., p. 26). The theory of rotation 
in office as used in the sense of this article seems to be 
an extension of the doctrine of Senator Marcy. 

To our mind the bench appears to be infinitely de- 
graded by having such a principle applied to it. Instead 
of a judgeship being regarded as a position to be filled 
only after an expenditure of infinite pains in the selec- 
tion of the fittest man, it is to be looked upon as the 
means by which some influential member of the party 
is to be made independent for life as a reward for services 
rendered. That such a view will shock the conscience 
of every right thinking member of the bar there is n0 
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doubt, nor do we for an instant believe that that bar 
association of New York which only a short time ago 

ested against the action of one of the great political 

ies in refusing to renominate a competent and ex- 
perienced member of the judiciary merely because he 
had on a certain occasion refused to submit to the dic- 
tation of a party leader, would decline to employ every 
honorable means for the defeat of candidates who should 
sand upon such a platform. 








UNIFORM DIVORCE LEGISLATION. 


Certain public questions may be said to not unre- 
motely resembleethe poor in that they are with us always. 
Among these are the divorce, death penalty, trust ques- 
tion, and a few others that we might mention, were time 
and space available. Some day, we suppose, a few years 
immediately preceding the millennium, one or more of 
them will be definitely and finally disposed of one way 
or the other. At the present time, however, we confess 
that there are very slight hopes excited. The press, 
public speakers and lecturers, the bench and the bar have 
talked, written and thought upon this subject until the 
only wonder is that they had not talked, written and 
thought themselves all out of all interest in the matter 
long ago. As a beautiful and monumental relic of human 
inconsistency the present system of divorce laws is a 
shining success. In one State in the Union, the right to 


divorce for causes arising subsequent to marriage is not 
recognized at all; in another the Legislature in their 
omnipotent wisdom have seen fit to provide (unless the 
statute has been changed very recently) that ten causes 
shall be sufficient, and then, for fear that by any possi- 


bility, something might have been omitted, they add, “or 
for any other cause which to the court may seem fit 
and proper.” We read some time ago that under 
this latter clause, a divorce was sought because 
awife had informed her husband that in her estimation 
he was pretty close to being a fool. We do not remem- 
ber whether the court considered this of sufficient grav- 
ity to warrant judicial interference, and as it was in a 
newspaper article, take it with some degree of suspicion. 
At the same time, however, it illustrates the extreme lax- 
ity with which the marriage tie may be regarded in 
certain sections of the community. 

It has been said that New York is the easiest State 
in which to enter into marriage, while the hardest to get 
divorced in, and if an arrangement is ever to be reached 
for uniform legislation upon the present subject the State 
must relax something of its strictness. Personally, we are 
inclined to believe in a more liberal divorce law than that 
now existing there. It has been said, and with some 
show of justice, that one more strict in its nature than 
that generally in force throughout the United States will 
compel individuals to act carefully before they enter into 
marital engagements. While this may be true to a cer- 
tain extent, yet some mistakes must inevitably occur, be 
the carefulness of both parties of the highest degree, and 
amore hideous injustice than keeping chained together 
two individuals who mutually detest each other can 
scarcely be imagined. It is a favorite remark of speak- 
ets upon the present subject that Roman degeneracy be- 
gan with freedom of divorce, they being seemingly quite 
Oblivious to the fact that the luxury introduced by East- 
em conquest may perhaps be said to have been quite as 
influential a cause in the decline of the Empire. 

This particular phase of the situation, however, be- 
longs rather to the sociologist than to the legist. Look- 
iig at the matter from the standpoint of the latter and 
fonsidering merely the means by which uniformity may 





be secured, it is not easy to see how the desired end can 
be accomplished unless by means of a commission to 
which each State shall appoint members, the result of 
whose deliberations will be embodied in legislation. 
Frankly, however, we consider this eminently utopian. 
That other remedy, a national law necessitating as it in- 
evitably would, an amendment to the Constitution, seems 
far too impracticable. 

The Commissioners on Uniform State Laws at their 
recent conference in Buffalo did as a matter of fact de- 
vote their entire attention to the present subject, and as a 
result of their deliberations presented the draft of an act 
to be recommended to all the States for adoption after 
being revised at the conference of next year. 

The proposed law provides that no divorce shall be 
granted for any cause arising prior to the residence of 
either party in the State which was not gtound for di- 
vorce in the State where the cause arose. It requires 
actual residence in the State for a year, with the inten- 
tion of making it a permanent home, before the peti- 
tioner for a divorce can have any standing in court. 
When the cause for divorce arises outside of the State 
the petitioner must have been a resident of the State 
in good faith for two years before bringing suit. The 
defendant in the suit must be personally served, or if his 
or her whereabouts are unknown a reasonably diligent 
search must be continued for one year before notice by 
publication can be given. No judgment may be granted 
solely upon default, nor solely upon admissions by the 
pleadings, nor except upon trial before the court in open 
session. Either party may marry again, but in cases 
where notice has been given by publication only and the 
defendant has not appeared, the decree shall not become 
operative until six months after the trial and. decision. 

The statue is an improvement upon existing condi- 
tions. Its undoubted effect would be, as one writer 
states, to check “migratory divorces” as well as fraud and 
collusion. It is certainly advisable to permit the remar- 
riage of both parties in view of the extreme facility with 
which decrees to the contrary may now be evaded. Could 
the laws have only been made uniform with respect to 
the causes for divorce the advance upon existing condi- 
tions would have been more apparent. As affairs stand 
at present, it was certainly more tactful for the commis- 
sioners to avoid that particular phase of the situation just 
at present. 

On the whole, we can well wish for the adoption of the 
proposed act, trusting to future amendment to smooth 
over its irregularities. 








THE DELAWARE CORPORATION LAW. 


A somewhat amusing warfare appears to be carried 
on at the present moment between the States of New 
Jersey and Delaware. Until recently the former had been 


considered the recognized home of the “trust,” though its 
sovereignty seems now to be disputed. Since March 11— 
the date of approval of the Delaware Corporation act— 
two hundred companies are said to have been chartered 
thereunder whose aggregate authorized capital exceeds 
$315.000,000. The State has received in first fees over 
$45,000. Should the corporations be capitalized at the 
figures allowed under the law, the State will receive from 
those already chartered considerably over $100,000 annu- 
ally. It is prophsied that by the end of the year enough 
corporations will have been chartered to make the income 
derived from this source near the two hundred thousand 
dollar mark. In view of the fact that the annual revenue 
of the State has hitherto been about $370,000 yearly, 
it will be seen what an addition the act in question has 
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brought to the public treasury. A swarm of so-called 
“trust companies” has come into existence, each organ- 
ized with the avowed purpose of acting for corporations 
organized under the Delaware act for the purpose of 
doing business in other States and the advantages of in- 
corporating under the recent statute are being zealously 
set forth by all the means known to the shrewd adver- 
tiser. 

As stated in a recent article upon the subject, the Del- 
aware Corporation act, in comparison to that of New 
Jersey, presents the following advantages: 

The original tax is only three-fourths of that of New 
Jersey; the annual franchise tax is but one-half; the char- 
ters are not subject to repeal by the Legislature; stock- 
holders are not required to hold their meetings in Dela- 
ware; none of the original books of the companies need 
be kept in the State; stock may be issued for services 
rendered; the corporations may be organized with 
trust company powers; the certificates of incorporation 
need not necessarily show the number of shares of stock 
subscribed by the individual incorporators. 


Other features of this law are: Any three persons 
may form a corporation; companies may engage in any 
lawful business except banking; they may conduct busi- 
ness in any State or foreign country, may buy property 
anywhere, may be perpetual or limited, or may issue an 
unlimited amount of capital stock; only one director 
need live in Delaware and the company may easily con- 
solidate with any other corporation. 

All the proposed incorporators have to do to secure 
a charter is to file their names, residences, amount of 
stock and other information of a minor nature with the 
Secretary of State, accompanied by the fees, and the 
charter is issued. The fee is 15 cents for each $1,000 
of the total capital stock authorized. 

The general tax rate on companies up to and includ- 
ing $3,000,000 of capital is 1-20 of 1 per cent.; from 
three to five millions it is 1-40 of 1 per cent., and on 
each million of capital exceeding $5,000,000 the tax is 
$30. 

In a recent article published in the “Commercial Ad- 
vertiser” of July 3, the author, Prof. Chas. F. Bostwick, 
of the New York University Law School, proceeds to 
attack the act of Delaware, contrasting it with that of 
New Jersey, and pointing out many objections to what 
he refers to as a piece of crazy-quilt legislation, his 
metaphor having relation to the manner in which the 
draughtsman of the act had clipped and culled from laws 
of other States. “It is claimed by the authorities of Dela- 
ware,” says Prof. Bostwick, “that stock fully paid up by 
the purchase of property is non-assessable; that there is 
no question or doubt about this in Delaware law; and 
they point with apparent scorn to those States where 
the question has arisen and where the subject is said to 
be still unsettled, proudly asserting that such question 
cannot arise under the plain provisions of the Delaware 
law. It is true we find in Section 137, provision that 
when any corporation shall issue stock for labor done 
or personal property or real estate or leases thereof, in 
the absence of fraud in the transaction, the judgment of 
the directors as to the value of such labor, property, real 
estate or leases shall be conclusive, and were this law 
valid beyond cavil and effectual, the contention would be 
well founded, but by reference to the Constitution of the 
State of Delaware at Section 3, Article 9, we find that 
it is provided that no corporation shall issue stock ex- 
cept for money paid, labor done or personal property 
or real estate or leases thereof actually acquired by such 
corporation, and neither labor nor property shall be re- 
ceived in payment of stock at a greater price than the 
actual value at the time the said labor was done or the 





—— 


property delivered or title acquired. Here we find the 
constitution of the State providing that the actual valye 
at the time shall control. This enactment that the dig. 
cretion of the board of directors upon the purchase of 
property should be conclusive in the absence of fraud, 
in view of this provision of the constitution, justifies the 
claim that this provision is unconstitutional and nothin 
more than an attempt to amend the constitution of the 
State by the Legislature; and, therefore, in this respect 
there is the danger of stock being held to be “not fully 
paid up,” when the transfer of property is made for a 
price higher than the actual value, even in the absence 
of fraud. Delaware thus becomes a dangerous State in 
which to incorporate where stock is to be issued for 
property. This is one of the ambiguities and pitfalls 
which the commissioners claim to have so skillfully 
avoided in their State laws.” 

Another objection which the author points out is the 
following: “Perhaps the most important feature in the 
Delaware law which should not be overlooked, and which 
has not been mentioned, is the one arising because of 
Section 128, which states that for all purposes of taxation 
the situs of the ownership of the capital stock of all 
corporations existing under the laws of Delaware shall be 
regarded as in Delaware. If she sees fit to levy taxes freely 
under this provision (after stating, as the statute does, 
that the capital stock is to be deemed personal property), 
instead of Delaware being the cheapest State in which to 
have a corporate domicile, it will be by far the most ex- 
pensive, and where a company is organized in the State 
of Delaware to do business in another State, and has all 
or most of its property in such other State, it will take 
but a few years under this possible double taxation for 
the State of Delaware and such other States to have 
absorbed the entire plant of the corporation and the 
company will be left, if with anything, only its charter, its 
name and a defunct existence.” 

It is probable, however, that everything which can 
be done by the State of Delaware to favor her new 
guests will be accomplished and we see very little to fear 
from subsequent adverse legislation, at least for a con- 
siderable time to come. The question as to which State 
is to be preferred is necessarily one which must be largely 
left to the future. It is the continued attitude of the peo- 
ple of a given community as manifested in the courts 
and legislature that must determine the position a State 
is to occupy with regard to the desirability of incorporat- 
ing therein. Unfortunately, the Empire State has yet 
to learn the lesson that corporations should not be 
considered as outlaws, and it is possible that the example 
of Delaware in attracting to it the capital of its weal- 
thier neighbor may not be without effect upon our own 
law-making body. 








THE RIGHT TO CEASE LIVING. 





Considerable discussion has been aroused by the 
statements of Justice Simeon E, Baldwin of the Connecti 
cut Supreme Court and Professor in the Yale Law School 
who, in a recent address, took occasion to censure those 
members of the medical fraternity who prolonged at all 
hazard lives of persons ill beyond all possible hope of 
recovery. Judge Baldwin’s position seems to amount to 
nothing more than that when an individual has arrived 
at a point where continuance of life means only 
a prolongation of suffering, it is useless, even crim 
inal for the physician to keep the vital spark alight. At 
first blush, his argument seems an exceedingly plaus- 
ible one. The views of some doctors seem to be along 
lines similar in principle though radically different im ap 
plication to those of some district attorneys. The for- 
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mer regard the keeping alive of a patient as long as 

ible and entirely irrespective of the amount of suf- 
fring involved as “a great triumph of medical skill.” 
The latter sometimes appear to come into court with 
the idea that the more convictions that can be secured 
the worthier they are of office. Indianlike, they delight to 
count their scalps. 

The principle advocated by Judge Baldwin, however, 
while possibly sound in theory, is certainly somewhat 
difficult of application. Just when is a patient beyond all 
hope of recovery? We have known cases where the sick 
man was rescued when apparently at the last extremity. 
Aslong as the Hippocratic oath is administered to newly 
made physicians, it will be difficult to induce a member 
of the medical fraternity to adopt a course of conduct 
the etfect of which would be to cause the death of a pa- 
tient. This last statement is, however, somewhat inac- 
curate, since it is not contended that the physician is 
bound to do anything beyond refraining from stimulating 
an already exhausted nature so that it may continue to 
wage a hopeless battle. 

Viewed strictly from a legal standpoint, it is difficult 
to perceive how a patient who is resolved to die can be 
compelled to accept medical attendance. In practice, 
however, he is usually so enfeebled both in mind and 
body as to be but a passive instrument in the hands of 
his attendants when the responsibility for the decision 
isthus forced upon the physician. The dangerous power 
which would be placed in the latter’s hands, amounting 
to practical immunity frora responsibility for malprac- 
tice, is certainly sufficient to force us to pause before 
adopting such a contention. 

The question is one as to which it is so difficult to lay 
down any general rule that but little can be said, as there 
are undoubtedly instances in which the keeping alive of 
the patient is cruelty little short of fiendish. The matter 
seems to be one which must rest solely with the con- 
science of the attending physician. 








THE SCOPE AND LIMITATION OF A PHYSI- 


CIAN’S PRIVILEGE. 


A somewhat peculiar claim of professional privilege 
has recently been passed upon by the Queen’s Bench 


Division in Ensor vs. Wakefield. The action was one for 
sander brought against a physician for stating to his 
assistant that an attending physician in a case where he 
had been called in was drunk. Judge Ridley, in passing 
upon the question, observed : 

“I am sorry this case has taken this line. 1 am quite 
dear that there was no duty upon the defendant to make 
acommunication of this sort to his assistant. There was 
no duty which enabled a doctor to tell an assistant that 
another doctor who attended a patient was asked not to 
attend that patient for a particular reason. I therefore 
hold that there was no privilege.” 

The court seems to have disposed of the matter in a 
manner eminently logical in refusing to permit a recogni- 
tion of the principle sought to be established. The com- 
munication in question does not seem to have been neces- 
Sry in order that the patient might be properly treated ; 
in fact, the statement amounted to nothing more than a 
gfatuitous piece of information given by the physician in 
thief to his assistant. So far as we have been able to 
discover, the case is one of novel impression and seems to 
come under the rule laid down on p. 416 Am. and Eng. 

. of Law that where a person is so situated that it 
becomes right in the interests of society that he should 
tell to a third person certain facts, then if he bona fide and 
without malice does tell them it is a privileged communi- 

(Citing Davies v. Snead, L. R., 5 Q. B. 611; 





Coxhead v. Richards, 2 C. B. 569; Herver v. Dowson, 
B.N. P., 8). . 

The matter is closely analogous in principle to the rule 
of evidence which prevents a physician from testifying 
as to any communication made by his patient during 
treatment. This privilege while not recognized originally 
at common law (Greenleaf on Evidence, Section 248) is 
as a general rule provided for by statute in a number, 
possibly a majority of States. New York, Michigan, 
Wisconsin, Indiana, Iowa, Missouri, California and Ore- 
gon have passed statutes forbiding a witness to disclose 
professional secrets. It must be kept in mind, however, 
that this particular rule of evidence is for the benefit of the 
patient in order that the medical fraternity may receive 
the implicit confidence of those who come to them for 
relief and not for the benefit of the physician. As was 
said in Edington vs. Mutual Life Insurance Co., (67 N. Y. 
185) the “statute in question should be liberally construed 
and not be restricted by any technical rule. When it 
speaks of information it means not only communications 
acquired from the lips of the patients, but such knowledge 
as may be acquired from the patient himself, from the 
statement of others who may surround him at the time 
or from observation of his appearance and symptoms.” 

“The design of the provision,” as was said in another 
case, “was to place the information of the physician ob- 
tained from his patient in a professional way substan- 
tially on the same footing with the information obtained 
by an attorney, professionally, of his client’s affair. The 
purpose was to enable a patient to make such disclosures 
to his physician as to his ailments, under the seal of 
confidence, as would enable the physician intelligently to 
prescribe for him, to invite confidence between physician 
and patient and to prevent.a breach thereof. (Pierson v. 
The People, 79 N. Y. 424.) 

The courts have on several occasions intimated that 
the privilege in question extended to another physician 
who might be called in to assist, and it has been held in 
Renihan v. Dennin (103 N. Y. 573), that when a physi- 
cian attending upon a patient requests another physician 
to attend with him for consultation both are to be re- 
garded as subject to the rule, though a later case adopts 
the view that where the attending physician brings plain- 
tiff to the witness’ office for examination as to what was 
the matter with him, such examining physician may be 
questioned as to what he then learned as to plaintiff's con- 
dition. (Henry v. N. Y. L. E. & C. R. R. Co. 57 Hun. 76.) 

The courts have even carried the doctrine so far as to 
hold that a physi¢ian’s partner is not competent to testify 
as to what he learns of a patient’s condition while the 
latter is in the firm’s office for treatment by the witness’ 
partner. (Aitna Insurance Co. v. Deming, 24 N. E. Rep. 
86: id 375.) 

See further as to the question of privilege in cases sim- 
ilar to the present: 

Heath v. Broadway, etc., R. R. Co. 57 N. Y. Super. 
Ct. 496. People v. Kemmler, 119 N. Y. 580. People v. 
Sliney, 137 N. Y. 570. Grossman v. Supreme Lodge, etc., 
6 N. Y. Supp, 821. Matter of Loewenstine 2 Misc 323. 
Fisher v. Fisher 129 N. Y. 654. Matter of Darragh 52 
Hun. 591. 








ASSESSING THE JUDICIARY. 

If the Mazet Committee had accomplished nothing 
beyond the bringing about of an astounding revelation 
anent the purchase of judgeships it would have well served 
its purpose. Certainly a somewhat remarkable state of 
affairs is revealed. Only one judge (McLean) claims to 
have paid nothing, the assessments of the others running 
from $1,500 to $10,000 each. So far as we have been able 
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to gather from the newspapers, which differ considerably 
among themselves, Justice Gildersleeve’s position was 
fixed at $4,000. The value of Judge Dugro’s at $10,000. 
Justice Fitzgerald paid $5,000, Justice Beekman $4,700, 
Justice McAdam $10,000, Justice Giegerich, $5,000 and 
Justice Truax $1,500. Justice Beach was assessed $7,062 
and Justice Scott $9,955. These seem to have been at 
bargain counter prices, being probably “marked down” 
from $8,000 and $10,000. Now we do not question in the 
slightest degree the fitness of any of the eminent gentle- 
men in question for the responsible positions which they 
hold. We are not prepared to say that any improper mo- 
tive prompted them to act as they did. At the same time, 
however, the whole series of transactions, it must be con- 
fessed, is not likely to cause the public to have much 
respect for those members of the bench who participated. 
The matter is one where it seems better to avoid even 
the appearance of evil, and it would have been much bet- 
ter had the assessment rule never been applied, though 
all the interested parties claim to discover no especial 
amount of harm in it. One judge was asked if the assess- 
ment did not debar poor men from holding a political 
position, and replied that the poor man could borrow. 

To a certain extent it may be argued that the evil in 
question is inseperable from our present system, and can 
only be cured by the abolition of the elective and sub- 
stitution of an appointed judiciary, though it is highly 
improbable that New York will ever adopt the latter. 
After the proceedings against Judges Barnard,* Car- 
dozo and McCunn had terminated in 1872 a strong 
popular demand arose for a change in the system by 
which judges were secured, which found expression in 
the submission to the people in 1873 of the following 
amendment, couched in the form of two questions: First, 
“Shall the chief justice and the associate judges of the 
Court of Appeals and the justices of the Supreme Court 
be hereafter elected or appointed?” Second, “Shall the 
judges of the Superior Courts of New York City and 
Brooklyn, of the Court of Common Pleas of Buffalo and 
the several county judges throughout the State be here- 
after elected or appointed.” The Bar Association of New 
York City zealously endeavored to. bring about this 
change, but were not able to do so, at the subsequent 
election, the vote standing for the appointment of the 
higher judges 115,337, for election 319,979; for appoint- 
ment of lower judges 110,725, for election 319,660. After 
all it may be questioned whether the appointive system 


would be more efficacious than the present one in keeping, 


out improper candidates. In fact, the extreme difficulty 
of securing the removal of an unworthy incumbent of a 
judicial position appointed during good behavior with 
no limited term of office, might prove an exceedingly 
strong argument in favor of present methods. - As the 
case stands, however, New York has certainly not made 
a particularly favorable impression upon other communi- 
ties. We have noticed that Massachusetts journals es- 
pecially have taken every possible occasion to contrast 
the bench of each State, and have drawn conclusions not 
at all to the advantage of that of New York. 








LIABILITY OF LANDLORD FOR INJURIES RE- 
CEIVED BY GUEST OF TENANT. 





The case of Barman v. Spencer (Ind.) recently re- 
ported in 44 L. R. A. 815 discusses a point of some in- 
terest in the law of landlord and tenant. It was here 
shown that the lessor had removed the platform from a 
well in order to put it in proper condition as required 
by the lease, leaving the well open and unguarded, so that 
a guest of plaintiff inadvertently fell in and was injured. 
Although the decision could not properly be based upon 
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any failure on the part of the lessor to observe the cove. 
nant to repair, inasmuch as he was practically in the same 
position as that of a stranger who should go upon the 
premises wrongfully and of his own motion leave the 
dangerous pitfall complained of, yet the court took o¢. 
casion to discuss with considerable fullness the question 
of defendant’s liability as envisaged from a contractual 
point of view. “There would be no question,” obseryed 
McCabe, J., “that the owner would be free from liability 
for the defective premises unless the owner had obligated 
himself to repair. (Taylor Land & T. Section 175 and ay. 
thorities there cited. earm. & Redf. Neg. 3d Edition, 
Section 502.) But if he has undertaken to repair he may 
be liable for injuries resulting from his failure to repair or 
negligence in making such repairs.” 


Discussing the question as to his liability to an in- 
vited guest the court quote from Shearm. & Redf. 3d Edi- 
tion, Section 499, which says: “The precise ground and 
degree of liability of a landowner to an invited guest hay- 
ing no business relations with him are not yet thoroughly 
settled. Chief Baron Pollock, with whom it was a favorite 
notion that all members of a family were subject to the 
rule which restricts the right of a servant to recover from 
his master for injuries caused by negligence, held that a 
guest also fell within this rule, and could not recover 
from his host for an injury caused by a defect in the 
construction of a house, although owing to the neg- 
ligence of the host. Baron Alderson concurred in this 
view. Baron Bramwell held that the host was liable for 
any misfeasance, but not for mere nonfeasance. But we 
are not satisfied with either theory. No attempt was 
made to sustain either by any process of reasoning, and 
we cannot see how any satisfactory reasons could be as- 
signed. In our judgment the same rule should be applied 
in such a case that would be applied if the property were 
personal instead of real. The host should be held respon- 
sible to the guest for gross negligence—that is, for such 
want of care as would justify the belief that he was in- 
different to the safety of his guest.” In Hart v. Cole, 156 
Mass. 477, 16, L. R. A. 557, the court said: “The de- 
fendant is liable to a visitor of the tenant for the condi- 
tion of the steps, if the tenant himself would have been 
liable had the steps been included in the tenement let, and 
not otherwise.” 


In Brunker v. Cummins (133 Ind. 443) it was held 
that “a landlord who leases premises so far invites its 
use by all persons whose known relations to the tenant 
are such as to entitle them to enter and depart from the 
demised premises as to impose upon him the duty of re- 
fraining from any negligent act that makes the use of the 
premises unsafe.” Commenting upon this the court said: 
“The decision of the question before us depends on the 
answer to the question whether the tenant would be lia- 
ble in the absence of an agreement of the landlord to 
repair. This brings us back to the question of whether 
the owner or occupant is liable to an invited guest for 
an injury through a defect in the premises unknown to 
the guest. The principle stated by Shearman & Red- 
field seems a just and reasonable solution of the vexed 
question, and which at that writing was not settled by 
any adjudication that had fallen under the notice of the 
learned authors. We think it eminently just to hold the 
host responsible to the guest for gross negligence at 
least; that is, in the language quoted, such want of care 
as would justify the belief that he was indifferent to the 
safety of his guest; and in this case we have seen that 
the landlord, covenanting to repair, is liable as the host 
would be for like negligence. The act of removing the 
platform off of the well, and leaving it open and ut 





guarded so long, was certainly the grossest negligence, 
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wincing a total indifference as to the safety of the tenant, 
his family and his guests.” 

Several cases are to be noted as sustaining the views 
lid down. Monteith v. Finkbeiner, 50 N. Y. S. R: 453; 
Brady v. Valentine, 3 Misc. 19; Peil v. Reinhart, 127 
N. Y. 381, 12 L. R. A. 843; Looney v. McLean, 129 
Mass. 33, 37 Am. Rep. 295; Lindsey v. Leighton, 150 
Mass. 285. 

As previously observed, however, the actual conclu- 
sion was arrived at upon a ground entirely different from 
any mere contractual liability on the part of the landlord, 
the court, taking the view that their decision, “that lia- 
bility exists is not on the ground that the landlord con- 
tracted to repair since that contract, but excused the land- 
lord from going upon the premises. His liability is for 
an affirmative wrong in creating a dangerous condition. 
The same liability would have arisen if he had been a 
stranger to the parties and to the premises.” 








TOPICS OF INTEREST. 

The mere acceptance by a life tenant of a devise of 
real estate containing a direction to keep in repair is held, 
in Sampson v. Bagley (R. 1.) 44 L. R. A. 711, not to 
impose upon him the duty to rebuild in case of the acci- 
dental destruction of buildings by fire, but it is held that 
he is a trustee for the remaindermen of the excess of in- 
surance received by him over the value of his life estate, 
unless the money is used to rebuild. 

A decision of some interest to referees was that in the 
case of Lannier v. Barnum, rendered by Gildersleeve, J., 
inthe New York Supreme Court, special term, Part I., on 
Sept. 20, 1899. 

A motion was made by one Mary A. King, whose 
daim as a creditor had been contested, to direct a receiver 
to pay the referee his fee and a stenographer his charges. 
She had been successful in a reference made on the fol- 
lowing order: ““Fhat Clifford Boese, the receiver, state 
his account before George E. Morgan, who is hereby ap- 
pointed referee for that purpose and for the purpose of 
taking proof of any claim presented or of any contested 
daim presented, and said referee shall make his report 
to this court with reasonable speed, and the question of 
the costs and expenses of said reference is left until the 
coming in and confirmation of said referee’s report.” It 
was contended that, as the sucessful party, Mary A. King, 
must take up the report. 

The Court said: “It seems to me that this motion is 
somewhat premature, as the decree expressly provides 
that the question of the expenses of the reference shall 
be ‘left until the coming in and confirmation of said 
teferee’s report.’ No motion has apparently yet been 
made for the confirmation of said report, and defendant’s 
attorney urges that the motion be denied on that ground, 
while the plaintiff’s attorney contends that it should be 
denied on its merits. I am inclined to the opinion that 
this motion should be denied, without costs and with 
leave to renew. It is true that the referee is not bound 
to part with the report, without payment of his legal fees 
(see Geib v. Topping, 83 N. Y., 48); but it is clearly for 
his interest to arrive at some arrangement with the par- 
ties, and permit his report to be moved for confirmation; 
a to prevent the termination of the reference by notice, 
and the loss of his fees, as prescribed, the referee’s report 
must be actually delivered to the attorney of one of the 
parties, or filed with the clerk, within sixty days from 
the time the matter was finally submitted, and an offer 

the referee to deliver his report to the successful party, 
on payment of his fees, within the time limited, is not 
@uivalent to a delivery. See Little v. Lynch, 99 N. Y., 





112. As stated by the Court of Appeals: ‘Upon 
filing the report, the referee may doubtless maintain an 
action for his fees. The acceptance of a reference is a 
voluntary act, and the referee may decline the reference; 
but, if he accepts it, he must rely for the payment of his 
fees upon the interest of the prevailing party to take up 
the report, and, upon his common-law action to recover 
them, after putting himself in a position to maintain it by 
filing his report in time.’ ” 





The four following decisions upon points of street 
paving law are worthy of mention. 

The right of a city to take a bond from a street con- 
tractor to keep a street and pavement in repair for five 
years after performing the contract is denied in Portland 
v. Portland Bituminous Paving & Imp. Co. (Ore.) 44 L. 
R. A. 527, when the bond covers in effect all injuries lia- 
ble to arise from whatever source, and is not limited 
to defects in the performance of his contract. With this 
case is a note collating the decisions on the power of a 
city to bind a contractor to repair a pavement which he 
makes. : 

Under a statute requiring the cost of making ordinary 
repairs in street pavements to be paid by the city, and 
not by the abutting lot-owners, it is held, in Robertson 
v. Omaha (Neb.), 44 L. R. A. 534, that the reomval of 
wooden block laid on a concrete base and their replace- 
ment with vitrified brick laid on the old base is a repave- 
ment of the street, for which the abutting lots may be 
assessed, and is not merely an “ordinary repair.” 

A guaranty of the durability of a pavement for five 
years, made in a contract for street paving, with a provi- 
sion that the contractor shall repave at a stated price all 
openings made in the street during the same time, is held, 
in State ex rel. Wilson v. Trenton (N. J.) 44 L. R. A. 540, 
to be lawful. ‘ 

The enlargment of the liability of a street railway 
company for paving a street is held, in Storrie v. Houston 
City St. R. Co..(Tex.) 44 L. R. A. 716, to be constitu- 
tional, where the company’s rights were acquired subject 
to a constitutional provision that all privileges and fran- 
chises shall be subject to legislative control, and that 
there shall be no irrevocable or uncontrollable grant of 
special privileges or franchises. 





A case of some interest in partnership law was that 
of Tanner v. Hughes, reported in 50 S. W. Rep. 1099 
(Ky.) It was shown that one Tanner and Glenn had 
purchased land on joint account. By mutual agreement 
Glenn was to take charge thereof, remove and dispose 
of the timber thereon, and after payment of expenses to 
apply the profits to the discharge of their joint obliga- 
tion for purchase money. It was held that a partnership 
existed so as to render Tanner liable for the amount due 
persons employed by Glenn to saw the timber, there be- 
ing a community of interest both in the capital and 
profits. The Court (Burnam, J.) observes: 

“The test of partnership is community of profit, and 
specific interest in the profits, as profits, in contradistinc- 
tion to a stipulated portion of the proceeds as a com- 
pensation for services. It is not necessary that there 
should be an express stipulation to share profit and loss 
in order to constitute a partnership. If it was the under- 
standing between the parties that there was to be a 
communion of profit, that would be a partnership. (See 
3 Kent, Comm. 25; Hackett v. Stanley, 115 N. Y. 630, 22 
N. E. 745; Bloomfield v. Buchanan, 13 Ore. 108, 8 Pac. 
912; Craig v. Alverson, 6 J. J. Marsh, 612; Saufley v. 
Howard, 7 Dana, 369.) Judge Cooley, in the case of 
Beecher v. Bush, 45 Mich. 188, 7 N. W. 785, says: ‘It is 
possible for parties to intend no partnership, and yet form 
one. If they agree upon an arrangement which is a part- 
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nership in fact, it is of no importance that they call it 
something else, or that they even expressly declare that 
they are not partners. The law must declare what is the 
legal import of their agreements, and names go for noth- 
ing when the substances of the arrangement shows them 
to be inapplicable. But every doubtful case must be 
solved in favor of their intent; otherwise we should carry 
the doctrine of partnership so far as to render it a trap 
for the unwary.’ The test of the partnership, then, is 
to be found in the intent of the parties themselves, as 
shown by the contract which they make. Where parties 
enter into a trade arrangement upon such a basis as that 
they have community of interest in the capital engaged in 
the business, and also a community of interest in the 
profits resulting therefrom, the uniform rule is that they 
will be held to be partners in such a venture. Tested 
by these rules of construction, we think there can be no 
doubt that appellant was a partner with B. H. Glenn in 
the timber and lumber operations conducted in his name 
fer their mutual benefit, and is liable for the debt due 
appellees.” 


An injunction against an unauthorized obstruction 
of a street by telephone poles is sustained in Marshfield 
v. Wisconsin Telephone Co. (Wis.) 44 L. R. A. 565, and 
the placing of the poles in the street without authority is 
held not to be justified by the fact that there were no 
ordinances or regulations in relation to pole setting. 
With this case there is a note reviewing the authorities on 
injunctions by municipalities against nuisances by rail- 
roads and electrical companies. 








An assignment of accounts and other choses in action 
to a purchaser in good faith, who obtains actual posses- 
sion of them and immediately notifies the debtors is held, 
in Graham Paper Co. v. Pembroke (Cal.) 44 L. R. A. 
632, to confer a perfect legal title thereto as against a 
prior assignee who took them only as security, but who, 
without obtaining possession of them or giving notice 
to the debtors, left them with the assignor for collection. 





Once more has the Appellate Term taken occasion 
to trim down the jurisdiction of that much persecuted 
tribunal, or to speak more properly, set of tribunals, the 
Municipal Courts of New York City. In the case of 
McConologue v. McCaffrey, decided on Oct. 4, the opin- 
ion states (Leventritt, J.): 

“We reluctantly reach the conclusion in this case that 
the Municipal Court of the city of New York has no 
jurisdiction to entertain an action for the foreclosure of 
a mechanic’s lien. ‘ 

“It is often urged upon our attention that the former 
district courts in the city of New York enjoyed and exer- 
cised jurisdiction which is denied the Municipal Court. 
This is quite true; but the result is due to the fact that 
the Legislature, pursuant to the general scheme of con- 
solidation that gave birth to the Greater City of New 
York, created an entirely new, inferior local court, whose 
powers were necessarily restricted by the then recently 
adopted constitution. The constitution, article vi., section 
18, provides: ‘The Legislature shall not hereafter confer 
upon any inferior or local court of its creation any equity 
jurisdiction, or any greater jurisdiction in other respects 
than is conferred upon the county courts by or under this 
article.’ 

“The constitution was in force Jan. 1, 1895. There- 
after the Greater New York charter, enacted by laws of 
1897, chapter 378, became ‘a law on May 4, 1897. Its 
provisions, therefore, in so far as it created inferior and 
local courts, must be interpreted according to the limita- 
tions imposed by the constitution. 

“The present Municipal Court owes its existence to 
section 1351 of the charter, whereby the District Courts 





of the city of New York and the Justices’ Courts of the 
First, Second and Third Districts of the city of Brook. 
lyn were ‘continued, consolidated and reorganized, under 
the name of ‘ “The Municipal Court of the City of New 
York.”’ The question whether this section created a 
new, inferior local court, or merely contemplated a cop. 
tinuance of the old courts, has received judicial constrye. 
tion in the matter of Schultes, 33 App. Div., 524. Being 
a new court, the restrictions of section 18 article II, of 
the constitution apply; and the result follows that while 
the Legislature acted within its power in conferring in 
certain instances a larger measure of jurisdiction on the 
Municipal Court than on its predecessors, it transgressed 
its powers in others. 

“The language of the constitution admits of but one 
construction. An inferior local court of the Legislature's 
creation shall not have ‘any equity jurisdiction.’ The 
question for determination in this case, therefore, is: Does 
the power to entertain an action for the foreclosure of a 
mechanic’s lien involve the exercise of equity jurisdic- 
tion? We think that it does. By the overwhelming 
weight of authority in this country the remedy to enforce 
a mechanic’s lien lies in equity. (Boisot on Mechanics’ 
Liens, sec. 508, and cases cited.) The United States 
Supreme Court in the case of Davis v. Alvord, 94 U. S., 
545, has defined it as essentially a suit in equity. 

“To the same effect are Miller v. Moore, 1 E. D. 
Smith, 739, and Raven v. Smith, 148 N. Y., 415, while 
in Kenney v. Apgar, 93 N. Y., 539, the Court of Appeals 
recognized and applied the remedy as involving equity 
jurisdiction. Under these authorities and under the con- 
stitutional limitation imposed on the power of the Legis- 
lature in creating the new local inferior court whence this 
appeal comes, we are constrained to hold that the pro- 
visions of the Greater New York charter conferring upon 
the Municipal Court the right to entertain an action for 
the foreclosure of a mechanic’s lien are unconstitutional 
and void.” 








The English Court of Appeals in Steamship Ins. Co. 
v. Baker recently considered the construction of a charter 
party by which it was agreed that the plaintiff’s steamship 
Isis should proceed to Bangor, Me., “as ordered by the 
charterer, and there load under deck from the agents of 
the said freighters a full and complete cargo of wet wood 
pulp, which contains about 50 per cent. water, which the 
said freighters bind themselves to ship, and shall 
proceed therewith to Manchester” at the freight of 17s. 
per 1,016 kilos, “350 tons of wet wood pulp to be delivered 
alongside per weather working day as customary, and to 
be loaded ex cars from alongside steamer at ship’s ex- 
pense. The cargo to be brought to and taken 
from alongside the ship at merchant’s risk and expense. 

Should ice prevent the steamer from reaching 
Bangor, then charters to load the steamer at Bucksport 
on the same terms as stipulated for Bangor; should there 
be any danger during loading at Bangor of ship’s being 
frozen in she shall be allowed to proceed to Bucksport, 
and charterers to complete cargo there.” 

Because of the ice the loading was at Bucksport, and 
sufficient pulp was brought to the vessel to fill it, but 
severe cold weather froze some of it and the shape was 
lost and there was a shortage. 

The action was to recover for breach of the charter 
party, there being a counter claim for cartage from the 
cars to the ship which was 300 yards away. The lower 
court gave judgment for plaintiff. A. L. Smith, L. J. 
delivered the following dpinion (Rigley, J., concurring 
and Vaughan, William J., dissenting): 

“This judgment as to the breach of the charter party 
must be reversed. 1. It cannot be doubted that the load- 
ing contemplated by the charter party was a midwinter 
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loading, and it is clear that frosts were contemplated. 


Intense frosts existed at this period of the year at 


Bucksport, and the evidence shows that wet wood 
pulp is always shipped in Maine in winter in a 
frozen condition, and that a vessel loading in winter could 
not possibly make as good stowage as one loading in 
warm weather. What was the cargo contracted to be 
shipped by the charterers? Was it an unfrozen wet wood 
pulp cargo, or a frozen wet wood pulp cargo, as such 
cargoes always were at Bucksport in the winter? There 
was no evidence that an unfrozen cargo could have been 
shipped there in winter. Upon the facts as proved the 
cargo which the defendants were to tender to the ship was 
that which they did tender—namely, a full and complete 
cargo of wet wood pulp containing 50 per cent. of water 
in its winter normal condition—that was, frozen wet wood 
pulp. Knowing the circumstances, I cannot read the 
charter party as containing a contract by the shipowners 
to tender for shipment unfrozen wet wood pulp. In my 
opinion the evidence shows that at Bucksport a custo- 
mary full and complete cargo of wet wood pulp in winter 
consisted of frozen wet wood pulp. 2. As to the counter 
claim, the custom set up by the defendants, even if ad- 
missible in evidence, failed in proof, for the custom set 
up was that delivery in cars from the end of the nearest 
rail is considered at Bucksport delivery ‘alongside’ in 
cars, whereas it was proved that only one car ever got 
to the end of the nearest rail, which was about 7o feet 
from the ship’s side, and that the rest of the cars never 
got there at all, and that some of them were as far as 100 
yards from the ship’s side, in addition to the 70 feet from 
the end of the rail to the ship’s side. The custom failing, 
the charterers had not delivered the cargo alongside in 


cars, and were not entitled to claim the £36 from the 
shipowners.” 





In Lettelier v. Mann (U. S. Circuit Court, S. D., Cal- 
ifornia), reported in 91 Fed. Rep. 917, the court held that 
proof that the patentee and his partner, for more than 
two years prior to the application for a patent, used a 
number of machines essentially the same as the one 
patented, in their business, for the common profit of the 
firm, and that a number of employes of the partnerhip, 
not enjoined to secrecy, as well as complainant’s partner, 
saw such machines in operation, is sufficient to establish 
a public use which will defeat the patent. 

The court (Wellborn, J.) observed inter alia that “the 
character and degree of evidence necessary to prevent a 
prior use from invalidating a patent nesrnen stated by 
the Supreme Court of the United States as follows: 

“In considering the evidence as to the alleged prior 
use for more than two years of an invention, which, if 
established, will have the effect of invalidating the patent, 
and where the defense is only met by the allegation that 
the use was not a public use in the sense of the statute, 
because it was for the purpose of perfecting an incom- 
plete invention by tests and experiments, the proof on the 
part of the patentee, the period covered by the use having 
been clearly established, should be full, unequivocal and 
convincing.’ 

“The evidence in the case at bar, so.far from being 
‘full, unequivocal, and convincing’ in favor of the com- 
plainant, is, to my mind, conclusive against him, be- 
cause it shows that the use in 1887 and 1888 of the ma- 
chines in question by the Los Angeles Box Company was 
not experimental, but for profit, and, furthermore, that 
during said years the employes who operated said ma- 
chines were not cautioned as to secrecy; and, besides, the 
machines were exposed to the view of persons other than 
complainant and said employes. * * * 

“T am satisfied from all the evidence in the case that 





persons other than complainant, his partner, and their 
employes had opportunities to see, and one or more of 
them did see, said machines while in operation. But if 
this were not so, it is certain that complainant's partner 
D. Gager Peck, had free access to said machines; and the 
law has been declared thus: 

“To constitute public use, it is not necessary * * + 
that more: than one person should have known of that 
use.” Walk. Pat. § 94, and notes 7 and 8; Worley y, 
Tobacco Co., 104 U. S. 340. 

“Although it may be different as to employes, the fact 
that Peck was a member of the firm known as the Los 
Angeles Box Company, so far from making the use pri- 
vate, indelibly stamps it as public, by showing that the 
machines were used for the common profit of both 
partners, and not experimentally by complainant.” 





In Whitlock v, Seaboard National Bank, decided on 
Sept. 26, 1899, by the New York Supreme Court, Special 
Term at Part II., a ruling of some importance was made 
concerning the rights of stockbrokers in marginal col- 
lateral. 

Edward B. Cuthbert, a stock broker in New York 
City, failed in August, 1897, having pledged to the Sea- 
board National Bank certain stocks of the plaintiff and 
various of the defendants, as collateral to loans made on 
five notes and for any other indebtedness due or to be- 
come due to the bank. He made an assignment to one 
Ball, which was afterward set aside, and a person named 
Lees made receiver. The bank sold all the collateral ex- 
cept two certificates of stock and one bond, more than 
satisfying the balance owing it. The two certificates 
of stock were sold by consent of parties, and the pro- 
ceeds deposited with the bank to await the issue of the 
action, which was to determine the rights of the several 
parties. The bond remained yet to be disposed of. The 
pledge of the securities to the bank by Cuthbert was 
without knowledge of the owners, and apparently, as to 
most of the parties, without regard to sums owing 
Cuthbert by them. 

The court (per Russell, J.) observed that: “A stock- 
broker holding. marginal collateral may pledge the same 
up to the amount of the indebtedness owing him as an 
incident to his right of assignment; his pledgee for value 
takes unassailable title even beyond. that amount if the 
transfer of the certificate to him by the original owner 
appears to be absolute; and the broker is guilty of con- 
version if he cannot return the stock originally pledged, 
or similar certificates, upon payment by the original 
debtor of the amount owing on his stock transactions. 
17 App. Div. 330; 53 N. Y. 19; 141 id. 315. The'Sea- 
board Bank obtained good title by the blanket transfer 
to hold the securities as collateral for the particular in- 
debtedness for which the securities were pledged, and for 
any balance qn general indebtedness owing the bank by 
Cuthbert. The stocks of all the parties were mingled by 
Cuthbert in the pledging to the bank in one common 
pool, and, as there is na right of recovery against the 
bank by the owners, the question arises as to whether 
any separation can be made on the adjustment of the legal 
rights of the several owners to the proceeds remaining. 
As these several owners, though dealing with Cuthbert 
separately, became involuntarily involved in*common in 
the payment of his indebtedness to the bank by the bur- 
den laid upon their several securities for one common 
debt, their separate relations as against Cuthbert became 
changed into a common cosuretyship for him with the 
bank to the extent relatively that their property was 
forced to pay his obligations. What, then, are the sev- 
eral rights of those entitled to the balance left? As 
against Cuthbert, and the bank itself when satisfied, each 
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owner has the right to follow his property and appro- 

jate any specific items left on hand as his own; and, 
if converted into money, has the right to the proceeds 
ofthat property. As to his cosufferers, however, a differ- 
ent rule prevails. Equitable considerations govern the 
relations of sureties toward their cosureties, as well as 
toward the principal debtor and the creditor. The se- 
curities here first sold were the vanguard of the contest 
and bore the brunt of the advance sacrifice, thus shielding 
the other stocks and any balance of money left after the 
sale. The rights of the sureties between themselves were 
fixed by the insolvency of the broker and the necessity 
of a sale to free the whole of the property from the un- 
warranted act of the person to whom it was first pledged. 
Those rights could not be changed or determined by 
any hazard of chance in the order of sale, or by any 
selection of the pledgee bank. The right of redemption 
existed to relieve that burden, and, if all of the sureties 
had united for that purpose, so:that the bank was obliged 
to accept the full sum tendered, the several contributions 
would have been rated proportionately to the extent of 
the loss or injury. Though the right of redemption was 
lost by non-action, the equities survive. Therefore, my 
conclusion is: First, the remaining security should be 
sold as impressed by the trust for contribution. Second, 
the proceeds and any balance in the bank should be dis- 
tributed upon the ratio of the loss of each of the parties 
pledging securities, including Walker & Warren. Third, 
) igen judgment for the deficiency should go in favor 

the plaintiff against Cuthbert, and also in favor of those 
defendants who served an affirmative answer upon the 
attorney of Cuthbert.” 








THE TRAINING OF THE LAWYER AND ITS 
RELATION TO GENERAL EDUCATION. 
By 
Qarence D. Ashley, LL. D., Dean of the School of 
Law, New York University. 


(Being an address delivered before the American Social 
Science Association at its general meeting held at 
Saratoga Springs, N. Y., Sept. 7, 1899.) 

The chief aim of education is, of course, mental train- 
ing, and while acquisition of facts is of great importance, 
it is subsidiary to mind drill and discipline. In so far, 
therefore, as any course of study trains the mind, and at 
the same time imparts valuable information, such course 
must be of advantage to general education. This advan- 
tage will be found jin the study of law, which when prop- 
erly conducted supplies broad, efficient training combined 
with valuable knowledge. European educators clearly 
recognize this, but, heretofore, the law has been pursued 
in our universities from a purely professional standpoint. 
Thus, to a great extent, the general curriculum has been 
deprived of this invaluable topic, while confining its study 
to the law school, has necessarily produced a narrowing 
tendency in professional work and has led to a demand 
for such courses as seem practical, and most likely to lead 
the student to immediate, even though temporary, re- 
sults. Although some legal educators have shown great 
wisdom in combating this tendency, and have worked 
for broader and deeper results, yet the demand for super- 
ficialty in legal education remains appallingly great, and 
the fight for better things must still be stern and fierce. 

One problem which confronts the law schools is how 
to keep within reasonable limits the period which the 
student shall be required to devote to study before be- 
Sinning active life and at the same time insist upon the 
Peper amount of. education, both general and technical. 
The demand for the solution of this question arises from 





the actual necessity of the case, and will continue so long 
as our professional students come not from a wealthy, 
leisurely class, but from the people at large who must 
consider time and expense. Think of it as we may, the 
truth is there and cannot be ignored. It may be that one 
or two institutions can successfully maintain the highest 
standards in every particular, without regard to this le- 
gitimate demand, but in the end, the universities must 
consider the necessities of the great mass of American 
students, and it is their duty to do so. 

Under such circumstances, it has seemed to me that 
these problems may be so worked out as to leave unim- 
paired the highest standards of the law department and 
at the same time, increase the efficacy of the college 
course, and broaden the general education of the country. 
The following pages are written with this thought in 
mind. 

The term lawyer may refer to one who has been ad- 
mitted to the bar of some state without regard to the 
education, professional or otherwise, which he may have 
acquired, or it may refer to an educated man, who has 
been carefully trained for his profession. The latter is 
the sense in which it should be used, and reference is here 
made to the training of such men. But bearing in mind 
the necessity for placing reasonable limits upon the total 
amount of time to be demanded for education preliminary 
to life’s work, just how shall the requisite professional 
training be demanded, without infringing upon the time 
which should be devoted to general education? The 
average student will not graduate from college before 
he is twenty-two; his three years’ law school course will 
bring his age to twenty-five, and then, to be conservative, 
at least one year in a law office is necessary before the 
young lawyer is worth very much. At twenty-six, then, 
he begins to earn a small salary, as a clerk, or if he starts 
for himself, to make by hard work enough to pay his 
modest office expenses. With good fortune, he may 
do sufficiently well to marry at thirty. Clearly this is 
wrong. The inevitable result is a strong tendency toward 
short and inadequate professional training, or if the pro- 
fessional standard is maintained, toward a lower grade of 
general education. It my be taken as established that the 
strictly professional education should not be curtailed. 

The law school which truly performs its functions 
must insist upon sharp and severe mental training before 
its degree is conferred, and this must be preceded by the 
requisite preparation. And here it is conceded that many 
men with good intellects, but education much below that 
of the high school grade, have been so sharply trained 
by the experiences of real life, that they successfully com- 
pete in the law school with first class men from the best 
colleges. This has been too often demonstrated to admit 
of doubt, yet it by no means establishes the fact that 
their preliminary education has been sufficient. These 


_very men would be broader, better lawyers, if they had 


been compelled to increase their general education, and 
no matter how poor such men may be, what the privations 
to be endured, they will carry their point, and higher 
requisites will not shut them out from the profession, 
but lead them to meet the higher demands. The boy who 
sells newspapers around City Hall Park, and within 
twelve years leads his law school class in competition 
with graduates from the best colleges, will not be crowded 
out of the profession because a higher general education 
is required. He will simply meet the further require- 
ments and thank you for it afterwards. Examining the 
question, then, from the standpoint of preliminary educa- 
tion we musi consider what training the coming law 
student should have to fit him properly for entrance upon 
his professional studies, and for his professional life there- 
after 
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A broad general education should be demanded to 
train the mind and prepare the faculties for the profes- 
sional studies and development and further because the 
trained lawyer ought to be a well-educated man, and not 
only ought but must be if he is to take high rank in his 
chosen calling. But of what and how much shall this gen- 
eral education consist? Two universities, Harvard and 
Columbia, have said that a college degree is the mini- 
mum, albeit no discrimination is made as to the character 
of the subjects to be pursued to obtain the degree, and 
Bachelor of Arts, Science, Philosophy, Engineering and 
the like, will be equally received, provided only the degree 
has been conferred by a university of standing. 

It may well be doubted whether this requirement was 
made by these two universities because of a conviction 
that legal education, as such, demanded it, or whether 
questions of convenience and general policy did not play 
a controlling part. Are we prepared to say that a mathe- 
matical education such as generally leads to the science 
degrees, is advisable for ope proposing to study law, or 
is it not true that two years of history and literature with- 
out a*degree would: be worth far more to him than four 
years of mathematics and kindred subjects? 

In Germany each student pursues the same preliminary 
school preparation, which takes him about as far as our 
sophomore year. Successfully completing this, his cer- 
tificate admits him to the university, and he there begins 
his professional studies, without any further intermediate 
work. His university course is his professional course, 
and his first degree is the professional degree. 

But it is objected that such a course is narrowing, that 
the student loses that broad, liberalizing influence which 
is obtained by taking our full college course. This in 
reality, has in view the old college, the academic depart- 
ment, and the objectors seem to forget that in many lines, 
our universities are pursuing a directly contrary plan. 
Thus Yale, Harvard and Columbia, all have professional 
departments directly fitting men for the calling of their 
lives, and yet admit to such departments with preliminary 
examinations equivalent to that for entrance to most fresh- 
man classes. Take, for example, the school of Applied 
Science at Columbia: This is purely a professional train- 
ing school, severely so, and we have here an undergradu- 
ate course leading to the first degree. Thus Columbia 
offers to such men as propose to become engineers a col- 
lege course which is strictly professional. It will hardly 
be claimed that these courses are less narrowing or pro- 
fessionally technical than those of the law department. 
The various scientific schools in our universities are in 
reality doing just what Germany does, and making the 
college undergraduate course nothing more than a pro- 
fessional course. If this is wise for civil or electrical 
engineers it would seem to be so for other professions. 


But why can not all views be met by a change whereby 


‘ the lawyer may receive a liberal education without too- 


much sacrifice, and at the same time, general education be 
benefited greatly, by taking advantage of much which 
jurisprudence, or even which the less pretentious com- 
mon law has to offer? ‘ i 
There seems to be no well-founded objection to intro-~ 
ducing many legal subjects into the undergraduate col- 
lege course. I firmly believe that development in legal 
education must lie, at least to some extent, along these 
lines. In this way the time problem may be met without 
infringing upon the demands of professional work, and 
without doing injury to the college course, or limiting the 
broad, liberal education which leaders in educational 
thought rightly regard as of first importance. It is true 
that this suggestion is made from the professional stand- 
point and by one who is convinced that the demand for 
time saving in legal training must somehow be met while 
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the limit of law study must be increased rather than qj. 
minished. 

President Dwight, of Yale, in his last annual 
says: “There can be no doubt that the tendency to 
specializing in our educational system, even from the be. 
ginning of the studies of youth contrasted with childhood, 
has become excessive, and that if the best education js to 
continue, this tendency must be counteracted. Other. 
wise we may have educated lawyers or physicians, or 
specialists of one sort or another, but not educated men,” 
At first sight the suggestion here made may seem to be 
contrary to the views thus expressed by President Dwight, 
but in my opinion the universities would broaden and not 
narrow the field of general education by thus enlargi 
their curriculum. The general student would find in. 
creased opportunities for culture, while the law student 
would be less likely to overspecialize because he could bet- 
ter afford to continue his general education into the col- 
lege than he can now do. Universities could offer courses 
on contract, property—real and personal, torts, pleading, 
criminal law and, perhaps, other branches as electives to 
be counted toward the degree of A. B. Thus opportunity 
to take these topics would be given to many not proposing 
to become practicing lawyers, and the educated man which 
President Dwight has in mind, would be encouraged to 
add genuine legal training to his general education. This 
result would be most advantageous. It would be a great 
gain if sharp legal training were obtained by a large num- 
ber of our generally educated men. Certainly historians 
should have this knowledge and their judgments trained 
and modified by the development which legal studies give. 
Clergymen and business men would alike profit immensely 
by such courses and to all intending teachers they would 
be of incalculable benefit. That this is already recog- 
nized by some is proved by the fact that it is not at all 
unusual for young business men, clergymen and teachers 
to take the regular law school course purely for the men- 
tal development which it gives, and I have frequently been 
told by such men that the results surpassed their highest 
expectations. It surely is singular to see in our highest 
universities those who have had no legal training, teach- 
ing constitutional, and even Roman law. It does not fol- 
low that these advantages can only be obtained by taking 
the entire law curriculum. This peculiar mental training 
which is of immense advantage to the worker in almost 
any intellectual field, can be acquired by closely pursuing 
two or three properly selected courses. 

Let us take such a conservative institution as Yale Uni- 
versity and see how this theory could be carried out. An 
examination of the last Yale catalogue shows that after 
sophomore year, the course is almost entirely elective. 
Suppose now several of the subjects given in her law de- 
partment should be opened to undergraduates, and count 
toward the degree of A. B. This would not increase the 
expense, because such instruction is already provided in 
the law school. Proper rules should be instituted regulat- 
ing the number of law electives which could be taken in 
each year, and thus any danger of overspecializing 
avoided. Many colleges already offer brief courses upon 
elementary jurisprudence, Roman law and even common 
law topics, but this does not go very far or take a serious 
hold on the student body. 

It is submitted that the same correct theory which intro- 
duces “Railroad Transportation” and kindred subjects, 
justifies the claim here made for legal topics in the regular 
undergraduate curriculum, and surely any university that 
permits its A. B. degree to be taken after a specialized 
course of higher mathematics, would not narrow gen 
education by following the plan I contend for here. I be- 
lieve such a step is one which would add greatly to the 
breadth and strength of the curriculum of the college 
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adopting it, and that the future will show marked develop- 
ment in this direction. The sharp intellectual drill fur- 
nished by properly conducted law courses is too valuable 
to be much longer overlooked in the field of general edu- 
cation, and the gain to the country from the knowledge 
and discipline thus to be acquired will surely be recog- 
nized. Many would thus attain this advantage who have 
neither time, money nor inclination to take a full law 
course. In colleges which have no law department 
courses on such a topic as “Contract” could be given with, 
perhaps, some slight modifications to great advantage. 
Of course, all this presupposes that the teaching on such 
subjects will be of that thorough, searching character 
which makes the student do his own thinking, and con- 
siders the intellectual drill as more important than the 
knowledge obtained. 

While law instruction could thus be made to administer 
to general liberal education, the question of time in the 
law schools would be simplified and a greatly desired end 
achieved. 

These suggestions have in view law courses conducted 
on modern theories of education, that is to say, true law 
study, thorough and severe, with the mental discipline 
necessarily involed, such a course, for instance, as Ames 
gives on Contract. This must be the care of the law de- 
partments, and upon these departments, co-operating with 
the entire university, must rest the development of such a 
plan and its utilization to the best ends. Unless they are 
willing to recognize this, to make radical changes in the 
systems heretofore existing and to meet the pressing de- 
mands of the times, they must be prepared to see super- 
ficiality prevailing over thoroughness, and the learning of 
our har and courts steadily diminishing. They owe it 
to themselves and the universities owe it to the country 
to meet the question and solve it. 

Great as has been the development in the direction of 
university legal instruction, much remains to be accom- 
plished even in the most progressive legal departments, 
while many law schools seem to have made little advance 
on the ideas and theories of forty years ago. 


It is only gradually being recognized that the law in- 
structor must be a man with a true talent for ‘teaching, 
and that it is by no means enough that one is a successful 
or learned lawyer, or that he has written a book upon the 
subject he desires to teach. In most cases it is probably 
better that he should have had experience in actual prac- 
tice, but be that as it may, it is becoming more clear every 
day that the law school should demand his entire time, and 
the few schools insisting upon this have struck the right 
note. It is no easy task for universities to find real teach- 
ers in any branch, and in the case of law instruction the 
difficulty is even greater. 

The time has passed for selecting eminent men as fig- 
ureheads, and to-day the office of dean of a modern law 
school demands a man of executive ability having intimate 
acquaintances with modern legal education in all its 
aspects, and possessed of enthusiasm for his work. Such 
aman should have the strength of character to formulate 
and carry through needed reforms and gather about him a 
strong teaching force of able men who will be in sym- 
pathy with his aims. A working faculty of the character 
can accomplish much. The last thirty years have shown 
_ results brought about by the right men placed at the 
eads of departments and universities. Harvard selected 
a comparatively young man as president, and Elliott has 
not only shown himself the great educator of his time, but 
has brought his university forward with steady strides 
and made its influence felt all over the country. Then 
followed Columbia with Low, and the gratifying results 
are known to all. Gilman, of Johns Hopkins, and Mac- 
Cracken, of New York University, both illustrate what 











personal force at the head of an institution can do. Yale 
now takes the same step, and it is confidently believed that 
in selecting Hadley, she has recognized and fully met the 
same demand. One of President Elliot’s early acts was 
the selection of Professor Langdell as dean of their law 
school, leaving in his hands the duty of making the school 
what it should be. The consequence is that Harvard’s 
law department has steadily advanced. On the retirement 
of Langdell, Ames was on the spot ready to make an ideal 
head of this faculty. President Low, soon after his in- 
auguration, was instrumental in the selection of Professor 
Keener as dean for the Columbia Law School, and this 
selection has eminently justified itself. ‘These two promi- 
nent illustrations show that the modern law school must 
have the right man at its head and his views should have 
the greatest influence and his judgment be followed in the 
selection of those who are to work wth him in his faculty 
and in the development of the school. Such a leader and 
faculty devoting themselves entirely to the law school 
work will have the needed time for extensive and broad 
study and by their writings can strike telling blows for the 
profession and make themselves an added power for good 
by the force of their thoughts. 

It is fully recognized by legal educators that three 
years of law study should be required, and the law schools 
of to-day plan out their curriculum by classes, the student 
taking his examinations at the end of each year, and 
graduating with his class, at the completion of his course. 
Could not a profitable change be made in this connection, 
following the example set by Germany and such institu- 
tions as Johns Hopkins, Bryn Mawr and Chicago Uni- 
versity? The law school might offer its courses arranged 
without respect to classes and allow students to matricu- 
late at any time and enter any course about to begin. No 
time requirement, need be made, but no student should be 
allowed to graduate until he has successfully completed a 
prescribed number of subjects. The student could finish 
his course at any time, and have the degree conferred upon 
him at the following commencement. It would be wise 
to require some specific subjects as necessary for a degree, 
and possibly to demand that certain courses should be 
taken prior to others, and at all events, the faculty could 
advise students as to the arrangement of work. It is pos- 
sible, too, that a re-distribution of academic time could be 
arranged so as to offer opportunities to those desiring to 
accomplish more in a year’s period than can be done in 
the present academic year. If the suggestion made above 
as to permitting the undergraduate college student to take 
some of the law courses, be adopted, those taking such 
courses can have them credited by the law school. If, 
then, the student takes both his college and law school 
course in the same institution, the undergraduate law ex- 
aminations will have been conducted by the law school it- 
self, and nothing further would be necessary. If he 
comes to the law school from another college, then the 
course can be accepted, subject to examination by the law 
school. s 

It may be objected in this plan that the same subject can 
be used toward both the undergraduate and law degree. 
This is true, but in the first place the same thing is already 
allowed in another form at Harvard, Columbia, New 
York University and other institutions by permitting the 
senior college year to be taken in the law school, and if it 
be urged that one false step does not justify another, the 
answer is that degrees are valuable as aiding education 
and true learning, but they must not be allowed to stand in 
the way of their advance. ‘ 

Heretofore the progress in general legal education has 
been almost entirely in the line of active, practical law. In 
spite of the research of scholars, the interest in general 
jurisprudence, Roman law, the historical development of 




























































































































































































































































































520 THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 











our law, and subjects generally considered as graduate 
topics have not met with any great interest among our law 
students. Yale has for many years conducted advanced 
gree courses leading to the degrees of LL. M. and 
». C. L., but these courses have drawn but a handful of 
students, while at New York University the graduate 
courses, although well attended, show a strong preference 
on the part of students for the graduate work of a practi- 
cal, rather than of a purely scholarly character. Yet an 
interest in this broader education could and should be 
aroused. There should be courses on the development of 
the jury, going over the field covered by Brunner and 
Thayer and general historical study, such as is taken up 
in the recent work of Pollock and Maitland. Jurispru- 
dence should be more deeply and carefully studied, with 
an examination of the original sources as far as possible. 
In short, there should be a demand for broad legal schol- 
arship going beyond the requirements of actual practice, 
and to create this demand an interest should gradually be 
awakened among such students as have time and inclina- 
tion to pursue courses of this character. No attempt is 
here made to work out any such plan and the topics men- 
tioned above are thrown in at haphazard to illustrate 
what is intended. We are all indebted to the Harvard 
“Law Review,” and its articles have proved an inspiration 
in the direction I have indicated. These articles have not 
only thrown light on many obscure topics, but have led 
lawyers to appreciate the scholarly side of our law, and to 
gain an interest in it. There are, of course, many 
learned men engaged in broad and profound legal research 
in England and America, but in this country, at least, 
there is no general taste for legal study apart from its 
practical side. Should our universities introduce legal 
subjects, into their undergraduate curriculum, it seems 
fairly certain that this side of the law would be more often 
pursued, and that the number of jurists as distinguished 
from practicing lawyers would be steadily increased to the 
great advantage of our profession. 

Growing attention throughout the land is centering 
upon legal education. When we consider the important 
part lawyers have always played in this country, when we 
consult statistics and find what a large proportion of men 
in public are lawyers, and remember that this state of 
things, from the very nature of the lawyer’s training and 
experience, will continue, it certainly concerns the entire 
nation, that the education of this class of men shall be 
steadily improved, and what higher duty can educators 
find that this? I believe that the study of law and its 
proper development must play an ever increasing part in 
the functions of our universities during the coming years. 

Let them look to it,then, that they do their part toward 
making legal education not only an aid to general learn- 
ing, but a means for raising and broadening the men pro- 
fessionally trained, and sent out from their portals. No 
greater good can they do our country than to make the 
lawyers of our land a highly trained body of men, infused 
with the high and noble principles which belong to this 
great profession. 








PUBLIC PROPERTY AND LOCAL IMPROVE. 
MENTS. 


By R. E. Ball. 





(Being an address read before the Kansas City Bar As- 
sociation, May 6, 1899.) 

The question of the liability of public property to be 
assessed for local street improvements, made under the 
charter powers of cities, has received attention, especially, 
of a few lawyers in Missouri, who were compelled to give 
it attention, and has received the attention of the Supreme 











Court in two cases only, since the organization of the 
state. 

The question involved in the inquiry of whether it 
is competent for a municipality, acting under charter pow- 
ers, general in their terms, to levy upon and assess public 
property abutting on a street with its pro rata share of 
the costs of street improvement and enforce the collec. 
tion of such assessment against the public corporation 
owning and controlling such public property, has been dis- 
cussed and decided diversely in many of the states of the 
union. As upon so many intricate questions of the law 
the courts, as well as the lawyers, have differed. 

Of course, in every city, from the metropolis to the 
smallest chartered town, numerous kinds of public prop- 
erty abutt upon the principal streets of the municipality, 
Court houses, city halls, public school buildings, other 
realty owned by municipal or quasi municipal corpora- 
tions, and used for public purposes, abound. 

An experience in practically endeavoring to find out 
the law on this subject (which experience began about 
ten years ago and terminated very recently) ; the fact that 
the question has been rarely mooted in the courts of this 
state; and the remarkable status in which streets passing 
in front of public property and the powers of the cities 
and towns with reference to them, are left by the adjudi- 
cations of Missouri, suggested the preparation of this 
paper. 

Speaking generally, the charter powers of cities of all 
classes, so far as they pertain to the matter in hand, are 
the same. Except in the case of Kansas City, and possi- 
bly of St. Louis, where the special charter specifically pro- 
vides that the city shall pay its pro rata of the cost of 
improving the street in front of city property, the. char- 
ters of statutory cities, which obtain their powers by en- 
actment of the legislature, are all couched in generai 
terms. 

For the purpose of this discussion, the language of the 
charter law of cities of the third class, which is made the 
subject of contention in litigation recently concluded, may 
be taken as a sample. That charter law, after giving au- 
thority to the city to cause such improvements to be made 
on all the streets, avenues and alleys of the city, provides 
that the cost of improvement “shall be assessed for each 
block separately, on all lots or pieces of ground on either 
side of the street for the distance improved or to be 
improved.” 

It will be seen at once that the questions arising in the 
construction of this charter law are: 

First—Whether the legislature intended its general 
language of “all lots or pieces of ground” to include pub- 
lic property, and empower the city to subject it to assess- 
ment. 

Second—If a proper judicial construction of the stat- 
ute, which is all embracing in its general terms, required 
that the exception and exemption of public property from 
such assessment should be read into the statute by the 
court, whether the entire cost of improving the street in 
front of such property should be assessed against the abut- 
ting private property opposite, and in computing the 
amount of assessment the private property should be as- 
sessed as though the public property were not there. 

Third—Whether, in default of both of these sources 
of payment, the municipality itself would be generally 
liable for the street improvement. 

Fourth—Whether payment could be provided for from 
any other source. 

Stated briefly: either first, the public property must 
be assessed for its part of the costs; or, second, the pri- 
vate property opposite must be assessed double; or, third, 
the municipality must pay the part that would fall on the 
public property, if it were subject to assessment; OF, 
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fourth, there is no power to improve such portions of a 
street at all. 

| take these propositions in the order named. The 
frst time the question of the liability of public property 
to local assessment came up in the Supreme Court was in 
the case of St. Louis Public Schools v. St. Louis, 26 Mo. 
468. It had been held in a previous case, Lockart v. St. 
Louis, 24 Mo. 20, where the assessment for local im- 
provement was made on church property, that the gen- 
eral provisions of the law exempting church and public 
roperty from taxation would not be construed to exempt 
church property from a liability to pay for a local assess- 
ment, on the familiar ground that the theory of the levy 
of local assessment is that the property assessed is en- 
hanced in value by the amount of the cost of improve- 
ment, and therefore the assessment was not a burden at 
all, inasmuch as a quid pro quo had been given. 

In the public school case the St. Louis school district 
attempted to enjoin the City of St. Louis from levying 
any assessment upon the public school property on the 
ground that it was not liable to local assessment. The 
Supreme Court held, in the case cited, that the public 
school property stood in precisely the same attitude as 
church property; that the exemptions from the exercise 
of the taxing power were precisely the same, and not dif- 
ferent in the two cases, and that the school district prop- 
erty was liable to the assessment. 

Attention should be called to the fact that in this de- 
cision the question of the exclusiveness of the remedy of 
special execution and sale in the collection of such assess- 
ments was not called to the attention of the court or passed 
upon by the court. The remedy of collection was not 
dealt with in determining the case. The right of the 
city to make the assessment was not the only question 
considered or decided, and the decision was in favor of 
that right. ; 

From the rendition of the decision in the public school 
case, in 1858, down to the 8th of May, 1893, the question 
of the liability of public property to such assessment was 
not made the subject of litigation in the Supreme Court 
of Missouri. On the date last named that court rendered 
a decision in the case of Clinton to the use of Thornton 
etal. v. Henry County, 115, Mo. 557, in which it was held 

ist. That public property was exempt from local as- 
sessment, not under the general exemption statutes, but 
because a law, framed in general language, and not ex- 
pressly purporting to affect property of the public, would 
not be construed to authorize the city to make a local 
assessment on such property. 

The court, speaking by Chief Justice Black, said: 
“It is a well settled principle of common law that the 
crown is not bound by a statute, the words of which tend 
to restrain or diminish any of his rights, or interests, un- 
less he be specially named therein.” So that the court 
construed the general language, that the assessment 
should be made on all lots and pieces of ground on either 
side of the street to mean all lots, except the public prop- 
erty, and that that property was not intended to be sub- 
ject to assessment, unless the statute specifically so said. 

In other words, the property of the state and of its 
political subdivision, Henry county, stood, in the esti- 
mation of the court, and at the common law, as did the 
sovereigns of England, and the legislative enactment 
in the one case, like the act of Parliament in the other, 
Was construed by the court not to include or affect the 
Property of the state or sovereign, unless it so provided 
by express words. 

_ This decision of the court was in accordance with the 
view taken notably by the Supreme Court of Massachu- 
setts, in the case of County of Worcester v. Worcester, 
116 Massachusetts, 193, and by the Supreme Court of 
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Texas in Harris County v. Boyd, 70 Texas, 237; and was 
in direct opposition to the view taken by the Supreme 
Court of Illinois, in the case of McLean County v. 
Bloomington, 106 Ill. 209, and Adams County v. Quincy, 
130 Ill. 566, and by the Court of Appeals of New York, 
in the case of Hassan v. Rochester, 67 N. Y. 528, and by 
the Supreme Court of Kansas, in the case of Commis- 
sioners of Franklin County v. Ottawa, 49 Kansas, 747, 
and by the courts of other states, whose decisions are 
fully compiled in one or another of the eases referred to. 


rhe opinion of the court was also contrary to the 
view taken by Judge Cooley in his work on taxation, 
wherein, in section 548, he says: “Even public property 
is often subjected to these special assessments, there 
being no more reason to excuse the public from paying 
for such benefits than there would be to excuse from 
payment when property is taken under the right of emi- 
nent domain.” 

in the Kansas case decided by Chief Justice Horton, 
at the July term of the Supreme Court of that state, 
1892, which was also a court house case, the charter of 
the city being in the identical language of the charter of 
Clinton, construed by the Supreme Court of Missouri, 
the court said: “The better rule is that cities have the 
power to levy upon public grounds, special assessments 
necessary to improve the streets and sidewalks in front 
of, or around them, and where for public reasons, such 
property cannot be sold at forced sale, then the assess- 
ments can be collected as stated.” 

The decision of the Supreme Court of Missouri, in the 
case of Henry County, did not expressly overrule the 
St. Louis Public School case, but-in force and effect, 
and as to the right of assessment, it necessarily did over- 
rule that case. 

2d. The second point which the Missouri Supreme 
Court held to be conclusive against the right of the city 
to make the assessment was, that the statute provided 
a special, and therefore, an exclusive remedy for the 
collection of such assessments, that remedy being, by 
special execution against and sale of the property; and 
that this exclusive remedy, for reasons of public policy, 
as well as under the statutes exempting such property 
from execution sale, could not be applied in the collection 
of an assessment against property held for the use of the 
public. This last holding of the court is of serious 
import, and adds to the deficiencies of the charter power 
of cities, when we reflect that in large cities and in some 
smaller ones extensive properties are held by cemetery’ 
companies, and the business of these companies is con- 
ducted for private profit, quite as really as any other 
business of the citizen. Cemetery grounds, for obvious 
reasons, are also exempt from taxation, and cannot be 
sold. It would result that on the second point of the 
Supreme Court’s decision, the land of a cemetery com- 
pany abutting on a public street, could not be assessed 
for the improvement on such street, any more than if the 
land were a court house square, as in the Henry County 
case, or a school house. If that is the logical and clear 
effect of that part of the decision (and I conceive that 
there can be no question that it is), then, in that event, 
for example, the Union Cemetery Company, or the Elm- 
wood Cemetery Company, holding land within the cor- 
porate limits of Kansas City, could refuse to pay a local 
assessment for improving the street on which their prop- 
erty abutts; and adhering to the Henry County case, the 
court would be compelled to hold that their property 
was not assessable. This would be in direct opposition, 
so far as I know, and I think I have examined all of 
the cases, to the view taken by the Supreme Court, of 
every state in the union in which the question has’ been 
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adjudicated by the courts of last resort. Those decisions 
are fully referred to in the cases already mentioned, and 
it is not necessary to burden this paper with any special 
citation. The cases discriminate between the right of 
assessment and the remedy for its collection; and de- 
termine the right of assessment, regardless of whether 
the special remedy generally applicable to private prop- 
erty can be applied in the given case or not. They hold 
that, if, on a proper construction of the law, the right 
and power of assessment exist in the city, then the 
remedy, in lieu of execution, would be by mandamus 
in some cases, as in the Kansas and Illinois court house 
cases, and by sequestration in equity of the revenues, as 
in the cemetery cases. 

The decision in the Henry County case was final, to 
the effect that the city had no authority to levy an assess- 
ment on county property. The next alternative was, 
whether the private owners of property opposite the 
square should bear the whole burden of improving that 
part of the street. It was thought that the decision in 
question meant, in construing the words of the charter, 
that the legislature intended the assessment to be made 
on ali lots or pieces of ground, except the public prop- 
erty, and in blocks surrounding the square, other than 
the private property opposite; the logical result of which 
seemed to be that the legislature intended to make 
the private property pay the whole bill. The different 
Supreme ‘Courts to whose decisions | have referred, or 
which are referred to in those decisions, ‘holding the 
public property assessable, nearly always ground their 
interpretation upon the manifest absurdity of the view 
that the legislature intended for the private property 
to pay the whole cost of the improvement. I know of 
only one case outside of a recent decision that, taking the 
same view as did the Supreme Court of Missouri, in 
tienry County case, and the Supreme Court of Massa- 
chusetts, in the case referred to, has had occasion to 
pass directly on that question. That is the case of Mc- 
Gonigle v. Alleghany 44 Penn. State 118 in which the 
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania holds: “A corporation, 
though holding the legal title to the common, is not a 
person, within the meaning of the act. The corporation 
taxes the personal owner for work which is done for 
his benefit. If he have no opposite neighbor to share 
the taxes with him, it is the price he pays for the privilege 
of an open common on his front,” and the court pro- 
ceeds to hold that the private owner opposite the public 
property must pay the entire cost of improvement. 

Assuming that the decision of the Supreme Court of 
Missouri, in the Henry County case, necessarily meant 
that the private owner must pay the whole bill, the plain- 
tiff in that case, on refusal of the city authorities to re- 
levy the assessment in accordance with that idea, as 
under the charter they were bound to do, applied in the 
first instance to the Supreme Court for a writ of manda- 
mus against the mayor and council of Clinton, com- 
pelling them to re-assess the cost of the improvement 
and charge the abutting property with the entire cost for 
those blocks. The alternative writ in the case was issued 
by Chief Justice Black, who delivered the former opinion. 
The city authorities, without attempting to show cause 
why they should not obey the writ, did obey it by passing 
the re-assessment ordinances and making a return of 
obedience to the writ. Pursuant to the re-assessment 
ordinances, new tax bills were issued against the abutting 
property, for the entire amount, crediting the same with 
the amount that each property owner had theretofore 
paid, under the prior erroneous assessment. The per- 
plexities and difficulties of the contractor were then 
added to by a decision of the Court of Appeals, in the 
case of Oster v. Jefferson City, 57. Mo. App. 485, which 
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held that cities of the third class, of which Clinton Was 
one, had no power, under their charter law, as it existed 
at the time the contracts in question were made, to issue 
tax bills at all, or to make them a lien on property in the 
hands of a contractor, or to turn them over to him and 
authorize him to collect them by suit in the name of 
the city, to his use; but, that the true interpretation of the 
charter, as it then existed, was that the city itself was 
bound by its contract, to collect these assessments and 
thereby create a fund with which to pay the contractor 
The court in that case further proceeded to hold that 
in default of the city doing this, it would be liable in g 
general action, for the balance due the contractor. I[nas- 
much as the amount of no one of the re-issued bills was 
sufficient to give appellate jurisdiction to the Supreme 
Court, but on action brought upon it would go on ap. 
peal, to the Kansas City Court of Appeals, it was plain 
that for the contractor to undertake to collect the balance 
due on the re-issued bills, would be to fly directly in the 
face of the opinion of the Court of Appeals. The con- 
tractor was, therefore, compelled, under the authority 
of that decision, to sue the City of Clinton for the entire 
balance due under his contract, which made a case’ that 
in amount, would necessitate an appeal being taken to 
the Supreme Court, if in the lower court, the city was 
held not liable. The doctrine of the general liability 
of a city in such case, provided the city had failed to 
perform its part of the agreement by levying and col- 
lecting the special assessment, received extensive con- 
sideration on the appeal of the case to the Supreme 
Court; and the court held, that in such case, the city 
would be liable, even though the contract provided that in 
no event should it be liable to a general action for the cost 
of the work. The Supreme Court approved the doctrine of 
a great mass of decisions, not necessary here to enumerate, 
that the precedent condition of this exemption from 
liability to a general action against the city, was that 
the city shoulda perform its contract, or use reasonable 
diligence to perform it; but the court held that the Court 
of Appeals had incorrectly construed the charter; that the 
City of Clinton had authority to issue tax bills; that it 
would be liable, if it had refused to issue tax bills, or it 
would be liable, if it were its duty to levy and proceed to 
collect the assessments and refused to do so. 

But, unlike the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, our 
court held that the abutting property owner could not 
be assessed for the whole cost of the improvement; that 
the re-issued bills, undertaking to impose the double 
burden on the abutting private property, were void; that 
the legislature did not intend to burden the private prop- 
erty with the whole cost of improving the street; that the 
legislature had overlooked the whole situation and 
provided no remedy at all in such cases. In short, they 
held that the county was not liable for these assess- 
ments; that the private owners were not liable 
for the whole cost; that the city was not liable, because 
they had not been in default in the performance of their 
legal duty; and that as a consequence, by the casus 
omissus of the legislature, the city had no authority 
to cause these improvements to be made and to assess 
the cost on anybody, or to provide for its collection from 
any source. So that the case was three times, in one 
form or another, in the Supreme Court. The contest for 
the recovery of the money of the contractor, extending 
over a period of nearly ten years, was always conducted 
on the assumption that the adopted motto of the judict- 
ary of this state, “wherever there is a right, there 1s 4 
remedy,” expressed a living principle and was not as dead 
as the language in which the phrase is ordinarily clothed, 
ubi jus ibi remedium. 

The court simply held that there was no remedy, and 
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no way for the contractor to be paid, and in reference 
to the maxim which was invoked, the court said: “In the 
ich moral sense in which it is invoked by the counsel, 
that maxim expresses rather the ideal of our aspirations, 
than the result of our experience.”* 


The comfort and satisfaction of the counsel and 
cient in this view of the matter was not very appreciable. 


The net result of it all is, that under the decisions 
in this state, cities have no authority to improve their 
streets in front of public property, at least, not further 
than to the middle of a street on the side on which the 
private property abutts; and in cases where public prop- 
erties front each other on the same street, they have no 
authority to improve it at all, and there is no way pro- 
vided in the law for its improvement. The right of the 
legislature to impose this burden on the public property 
is fully recognized in the decisions of the Supreme Court; 
the court simply holds that in using the general language 
of the charter laws, they have not in fact, so provided. 
So that, in cities of the third class, for example, nearly 
all of which cities in Missouri are county seats, in which 
the principal and most used thoroughfares pass by the 
public squares, those municipalities have no power, in 
reality, to improve the streets surrounding the square, 
except, possibly, to the middle of the same. 

Some interesting results flow logically, it seems, from 
the position which the court has taken. The authority 
of public corporations, like school districts and counties, 


to expend the revenue under the control of their officers, 


is statutory and closely restricted. For instance, there 
are strong penal statutes prohibiting school districts and 
indeed officers of all public corporations, from expending 
the money of the public, except as expressly provided 
by law. The law has failed to provide, under the deci- 
sions of the court, for school districts or counties to ex- 
pend any money in the improvement of the streets and 
sidewalks in front of the public property, and it is diffi- 
cult to see why the school boards of the state who, for 
many years, had construed the law as it was construed 
in the original case of the public schools, and paid out 
hundreds of thousands of public money in their hands 
for the improvement of streets in front of school build- 
ings, have not been guilty of violating the penal statutes 
of Missouri. 

They have no right to pay where they are not bound 
to pay. These honorable and distinguished public serv- 
ants might have to resort to much sophistical fencing 
with the decisions and the statutes to escape conviction 
lor paying out moneys in the school treasury for pur- 
poses not required by law. 

Seriously, in these days of law-making, when the 
assembled legislative wisdom is so sedulous in regulating 
everybody’s business; when rumors are rife of the sand- 
bagging of meritorious measures in the legislature, be- 
cause of the supposed affluence of those interested in their 
passage; and when radical laws threatening business in- 
terests are made clubs with which to compel contribu- 
tion, it might be well for this association and the honest 
element of the state to take some action, looking to the 
possible result of making needed amendments of the law, 
instead of spending tens of thousands of the people’s 
money for nothing, in the name of economy, and order- 
ing the procedure so that the business interests of the 
state draw their breath with relief whenever the legis- 
lature adjourns. 

Note.—Since writing the above the United States Cir- 
cuit Court of the Western District of Missouri in the 
tase of Fay v. Springfield (not yet reported) has rendered 
a opinion, based on Norwood v. Baker, 172 U. S., hold- 
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ing that a law requifing local assessments to be made 
by the “front foot rule” is contrary to the Federal con- 
stitution and void! So that, if this be law, all the mu- 
nicipalities in all states having that rule (probably half 
or two-thirds of the union) are without authority to make 
street improvements and will be until constitutional leg- 
islation can be enacted providing such authority. If this 
be law, many millions of special tax securities are worth- 
less. It may be well doubted whether the Supreme 
Court of the United States ever will sanction a decision 
so tremendously destructive. The decision in question 
has been followed by the Supreme Court of Texas in 
Hutcheson v. Storrie. (51 S. W. Rep. 848.) 


RECENT DECISIONS. 


Full text of the latest decisions of Appellate and Supreme Courts u com- 
mercial, corporation and financial matters and involving points of practios valu- 
able to commercial attorneys. 


CONVEYANCES— WHEN TO BE DEEMED 
FRAUDULENT. 











Elizabeth Rose v. George F. Dunklee. (Court of Ap- 
peals of Colorado, decided Jan. 9, 1899.) 


A debtor may be adjudjed insolvent, so as to render a voluntary con- 
veyance fraudulent as against his creditors, where the value of his re- 
maining property is so near the amount of his debts that the conveyance 
tends to impair the creditors’ power to force collection by judicial . process. 


A creditor assailing a voluntary conveyance as fraudulent may show 
that the property retained by the grantor turned out to be insufficient 
to pay his debts, as well as show the value of the property as compared 
to the amount of liabilities when the conveyance was executed. 


©. E. Jackson for plaintiff—respondent. 


B. F. Harrington for defendant—appellant. 


Bissell, J.—The controversy between these parties has been 
before the Court in various forms, and in some of its phases 
has been re-presented to us in the argument of two other 
causes (56 Pac. 348, 349), submitted since the original decision 
of this particular case. It has occasioned us a great deal of 
difficulty, and, while it may appear to be free from doubt when 
our position is fully stated, the various arguments which have 
been had before us have led to a re-examination of the specific 
question on which the appeals have been generally rested and 
the defense based, and we have deemed it best to reformulate 
the opinion in this case, and, fully as we can, and clearly as we 
may, state our conclusions. The ult is, in some of its 
aspects, precisely like that antecedently reached, although in 
one particular it extends the rights of the appellee and con- 
cludes the appellants on one matter respecting which, as we 
originally looked at the case, they were entitled to a further 
hearing. From 1883 to 1888 one Otis, who was an employee of 
Blizabeth Rose, earned wages which were unpaid when he 
brought his suit and obtained judgment, in 1888, for $1,22L 
From that judgment Elizabeth Rose, the defendant, prosecuted 
an appeal to the Supreme Court, wherein the judgment was 
reversed (31 Pac. 493) for errors exhibited in the opinion, and 
the cause sent back for a new trial. In April, 1893, the 
cause was retried, and Otis had a verdict. A motion for new 
trial was interposed, various proceedings had under our prac- 
tice, the objections to the verdict and procedure were over- 
ruled, and final judgment entered. Between the commence- 
ment of the suit and the disposition of the motion for a new 
trial, and in January, 1893, the defendant Rose deeded to her 
daughter, Mrs. Riddle, who is a co-defendant in this suit, a 
large amount of property. The deed was executed in January, 
acknowledged in February, but was not recorded by Mrs. 
Riddle until the day the jury rendered the verdict against 
her mother, Mrs, . The kistory of this particular case, 
with other facts which are illustrative of the controversy, is 
set out and commented on in the case of Otis v. Rose, 48 Pac. 
967, 9 Colo. App. 449. This case is referred to because that 
litigation and the facts which it developed are more or less 
explanatory of the situation in this cause. Since they are 
neither vital nor pivotal in the determination of this par- 
ticular appeal, it is enough to refer to that case, and parties 
who may be interested in tracing the history of the litigation, 
taking the various opinions together, will be abundantly ad- 
vised of the transaction out of which the litigation has grown. 
After that judgment was recovered, the cause was appealed 
to this court, and the judgment affirmed. Thereafter Otis 
brought suit to set aside the conveyance made in January, 
1898. The basis of the suit was the alleged fraudulent char- 
acter of the transfer by Mrs. Rose to her daughter. The con- 
sideration which was set up in that suit as establishing the 
bona fides of the conveyance was the settlement of a very 
ancient claim, which grew out of an inheritance which passed 
to the daughter, when an infant, on the death of her father. 
The conveyance made in the settlement of this claim was 
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attacked as fraudulent in fact, and the object of the suit was 
to subject the property conveyed to the payment of the judg- 
ment. Otis failed, and we affirmed the judgment in an opinion 
which is reported in 48 Pac. and 9 Colo. App., heretofore cited. 
Thereafter Otis transferred his judgment to Dunklee, who 
brought this suit. 

From the allegations and the proof it appears that after 
Otis had earned his wages, and Mrs. Rose had incurred the 
debt, and he had recovered the judgment, which was reversed, 
Mrs. Rose conveyed to Mrs. Riddle two lots, which are the 
subject-matter of this action, and described as “Lots 1 and 2, 
Rose’s subdivision of block 3, Lakeview.” At the time of the 
conveyance the property had not been platted as a subdivision, 
or, if platted, the .description was inaccurate, and omitted a 
portion of the lots intended to be conveyed, and a subsequent 
deed of quitclaim was executed to cure this defect; otherwise, 
this latter deed is of no importance. The original conveyance 
of these two lots was made in 1890. The consideration ex- 
pressed was one dollar, and the purpose of the transfer is 
very clearly exhibited in the testimony. The condition of the 
property at the time of the transfer and the delivery of the 
deed is quite plainly shown by Mrs. Riddle’s evidence. Ac- 
cording to her version of the transaction, the conveyance was 
intended as a wedding gift. She moved into the house which 
had been built on the lots prior to her marriage, although it 
was not entirely finished, though sufficiently so for the pur- 
pose of occupancy. According to her story, the lots and the 
house were intended as a wedding present; and, although the 
matter was not made, otherwise than as a legal result, the sub- 
ject-matter of an issue, or of testimony offered pro and con 
with reference to the pivotal question of fact, it clearly tran- 
spired from what Mrs. Riddle said that the house was built, 
and, with the lots as thus improved, transferred to her, and 
intended as a gift on her marriage. The only evidence which 
she gives respecting it is found partly in her direct and partly 
in her cross-examination, and in this form: “Q. Did you 
build a house on these lots? A. Yes, sir. Q. When? A. I do 
not know just when it was commenced. We went into it after 
We were married. Q. And then you commenced building be- 
fore you were married? A. In April or May. It was not quite 
built, but we went right in. It was being built before we were 
married, and before I got the deed. The house cost $1,465, and 
the furnace we put in the following Fall cost $65, and the barn 
and fence we built separate from the house cost $72. We have 
since built two porches that cost $75, and the putting in of 
the lawn and getting it graded, etc., cost us nearly $100. I 
have forgotten just the number of dollars. I have been living 
there all the time since, with the exception of about six weeks. 
My home has been there all the time. My mother was owing 
me at that time $4,468.80. I possibly may not have figured it 
correctly. I figured it at simple interest. She owed, besides, 
$1,000 to a Mr. Mann for the use of W. G. Cowan. The debt 
was incurred before I was married. Q. And the house and im- 
provements were put on there before the deed was given to 
you? A. It was given as a wedding present, and we did not 
get it until the day we were married. Q. And at that time 
your mother was owing you this sum? A, Yes, sir; but that 
was never taken into consideration. It was a gift, the same 
as to the other girls. I*have these 33 lots now; yes, sir. They 
are clear, except the taxes.” It is thus apparent that the prop- 
erty, as improved, was deeded to the daughter as a wedding 
gift, having been arranged to this end; and there is nothing in 
the testimony which denotes, or compels us to conclude, or 
even justifies us to infer, that the daughter built the house or 
improved the property, save as to what may have been. put 
into it after she had moved in under the deed. We are thus 
particular in stating the exact situation respecting the im- 
provements, because it is seriously contended that, what- 
ever rights Dunklee had to set aside the conveyance and en- 
force the lien of his judgment on the property, could extend 
only to the lots themselves, and could not include the improve- 
ments. We are very frank to say that on the original hearing 
we inclined to that opinion, and we were moved to return the 
case for evidence respecting the value, and limit Dunklee’s 
Tights in this particular. A careful re-examination of the 
question in the light of this testimony, and in the light of the 
issues which the defendants tendered, has led us to a different 
conclusion. It will be remembered, we before adverted to the 


limitation on the issues, which was followed by a statement - 


of the testimony. We will now advert to the issue as framed, 
and comment on and determinesthe force and effect of a stipula- 
tion made at the time of the trial. 


Suit was brought to set aside the conveyance of this prop- 
erty. The complaint was full in its averments respecting the 
commencement of the suit by Otis, the trial of the cause before 
the jury, the motion for a new trial, the entry of judgment, 
the filing of the transcript in the office of the County Clerk, the 
affirmance of the judgment, the issuance of an execution, an 
alias, and a levy on these particular lots, and then set out the 
conveyance, which was charged to be voluntary. The com- 
plaint then proceeded with a full averment respecting the in- 
solvency of the defendant Rose, her inability to pay her debts, 
and the intent, both actual and legal, to defraud her creditors, 
and especially the claim and judgment owned by Otis, and 
that the conveyance, in fact, operated as a fraud on his rights, 
and prevented his recovery. This complaint the plaintiff 


amended by interlineation, and then a demurrer was filed to 
the amended complaint, and it was again amended by the in- 
sertion of an allegation numbered in the record 14%, wherein 
he set up a failure to discover the fraud and the facts constitut- 
ing it within three years next preceding the commencement 
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of the action, The allegation was as full as it well could be 
on a subject of this sort, where the fraud was constructive 
rather than actual, and set out in some detail the circumstances 
which enabled the plaintiff to ascertain that a legal or eon. 
structive fraud had been perpetrated on him by the execution 
and delivery of this voluntary conveyance. It appeared from 
those allegations that it was not until the trial, in 1895, of the 
case against Mrs, Rose and Mrs. Riddle to set aside the cop. 
veyance of the main part of the property, that the extent and 
character of the indebtedness, the amount of it, and the actual 
insolvency were discovered by the plaintiff or his assignor 
To the complaint as it originally stood the defendants inter- 
posed an answer, which only raised the issue on knowledge and 
want of information as to the issuance of an alias execution 
and its delivery, and a denial of the insolvency, and want of 
knowledge respecting the assignment of the judgment. After 
the complaint had been amended, and a demurrer was con. 
fessed, and 14% inserted, there was a motion to strike out 
which was overruled. The demurrer was overruled, and the 
case evidently came on for trial, and then it was stipulated 
between counsel that the complaint as now amended should 
be treated as answered, and denied without further answer. 
This order of court was made on stipulation of counsel, aj. 
though the substance of it is reincorporated into the bill of ex. 
ceptions in the same form that the allegations of the complaint 
as now amended shall be treated as answered and denied. [i 
is not important to construe the stipulation and determine 
whether it was broad enough to raise a complete issue on al! 
the allegations of the complaint because the parties tried the 
case, treating it as at issue, and offered evidence. The testi- 
mony was principally directed to two propositions the value 
of the property and the insolvency of Mrs. Rose, resulting from 
the main transfer, which was upheld by the Court’s findings, 
and by the antecedent opinion of this court. It will be ob- 
served from this statement of the issue and of the case made 
by both parties that no issue was raised respecting the making 
of the improvements on the lots after the transfer by Mrs. 
Riddle, nor that she was equitably or otherwise entitled to 
have the improvements on the lots estimated and determined, 
and relieved from the force and effect of any lien which the 
plaintiff might establish. Neither side treated this question 
as an open or debatable proposition, and the defendant Riddle 
did not seek to establish any equities in the premises because 
her own money had built the improvements, and the record 
exhibits nothing respecting it except the testimony which has 
been quoted. We have, therefore, concluded, upon mature con- 
sideration, that the defendant Riddle failed to exhibit or prove 
any equities with respect to the improvements, and that the 
testimony which she gave on the subject did mot establish in 
any legal or satisfactory form that she built the house with 
her own money, and was entitled to have its value considered 
or determined, and the lien which the plaintiff acquired by the 
judgment confined alone to the reality, and its value, as it was 
before improvement. The Court made no finding about it, ex- 
pressed no opinion on it in his announcement, nor did the 
defendant request any specific finding or raise any question as 
to the validity of the judgment or the decree on this basis. We, 
therefore, conclude that since the defendant Riddle failed to 
present an issue on this subject, offer testimony about it, re- 
quest the Court to make any finding concerning it, she is in no 
condition on this appeal to either suggest, or raise, or insist 
on any reversal of the judgment on this matter. 


What we have already stated clearly exhibits the fact that 
the conveyance was voluntary. After an execution had been 
issued om the Otis judgment, and returned nulla bona, and the 
former suit to set aside the conveyance of the other lots to 
Mrs. Riddle had been determined, the assignee had a right to 
file his bill to set aside the conveyance of the two lots, because 
the conveyance was voluntary and fraudulent in law as against 
a then existing creditor, Otis. The case very clearly shows that 
the conveyance was wholly without consideration, and the 
property a gift to the daughter, in view of her approaching 
marriage, and intended as a provision similar to what had been 
antecedently made to her sisters who married. The case is 
environed with difficulties. The conveyance was voluntary. 
Voluntary conveyances are usually invalid against existing 
creditors, and on proper bill may be set aside. The preliminary 
inquiry always is whether the conveyance is, in the contempla- 
tion of the law, voluntary because of the insolvency of the 
grantor. The Court, though making no distinct findings of 
fact, rendered an opinion wherein the facts are stated, from 
which it appears the Court concluded that Mrs. Rose was, in 
fact, insolvent at the time she made the conveyance of these 
lots to her daughter. It is quite true the evidence discloses 
that at this date Mrs. Rose owned a very considerable amount 
of property in Lakeview, which was acreage property, of an 
uncertain value, according to the testimony of the witnesses, 
who plaee it at various sums, varied, of course, by their judg- 
ment, interest and conclusion respecting its situation an 
worth. Whatever this may have been, however, it very clearly 
appears from the evidence in this case and the record and 
opinion in the other, all the necessary parts of which are 
presented by this record, that the balance of her property other 
than these lots was transferred to Mrs. Riddle in the payment 
of a very ancient debt. While this latter conveyance was at- 
tacked as fraudulent in fact, the contention was not supported, 
but the Court concluded that the consideration was a valuable 
one, and not so largely in excess of the debt as to be fraudu- 
lent. It, therefore, appears that Mrs. Rose conveyed substan- 
tially ali of her property at the time Otis got his verdict, and 
left nothing with which to pay the remainder of her debts. 
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af course, it is contended by the appellant that there was a 
yery wide difference between the amount of her debts and 
the value of her property, and the circumstances of the trans- 
fer to the daughter of the balance in the liquidation of her 
glaim does not evidence an insolvedt condition in such manner 
as to enable us to conclude, as a matter of law, on the proof 
that Mrs. Rose was insolvent when, in 1890, she deeded these 
two lots to Mrs, Riddle. We confess it is a fairly debatable 
question, and, had the Court found Mrs. Rose was solvent, or 
that she retained enough property to satisfy her then existing 
ereditors, its conclusion might have been upheld. When it 
concluded, on all the proof, that in reality Mrs, Rose was 
without sufficient property to liquidate her existing debts, we 
are unable to dissent from this conclusion. It will be remem- 
pered that, according to the judgment and finding in the other 
ease, Mrs. Rose owed Mrs, Riddle a large amount of money, 
at the time she owed this debt to Otis, and at the time she 
made the deed to her daughter, and the question whether a per- 
son is or is not solvent is not ascertained by the absolute 
striking of a balance between the debts on the one side and 
the ascertained value of the property on the other. A slight 
difference in favor of the amount of the property or in favor 
of the amount of the debts will not necessarily conclude the 
question. The courts have put it in various ways. Wherever 
the amount of the property so closely approximates the amount 
of the liabilities that the conveyance would have a direct 
tendency to impair the rights of creditors if they should at- 
tempt to force collection by judicial process, the debtor is ad- 
judged insolvent, The better way to ascertain the real worth of 
the property is to look at the results, rather than at the evi- 
dence of witnesses, concerning value. If, in the end, as the 
result of the situation, it turns out that the debtor is insolvent, 
and owes more than he is able to pay, this is taken as sufficient 
evidence of his insolvency as to existing creditors to permit 
them to attack a voluntary conveyance. The property which 
must remain to the debtor after such a transfer must be, as 
some of the cases put it, clearly and amply sufficient to satisfy 
his debts; and it is enough in such a case to show that the 
grantor was embarrassed, and in doubtful circumstances, and 
his solvency or insolvency may be judged by what happens. 
Kerr v. Smith, 20 Wall. 31; Wilson v. Buchanan, 7 Grat. 334; 
Izard v. Middelton, 1 Bailey, Bq. 221; Parkman v. Welch, 19 
Pick. 231; Patterson v. McKinney, 97 Ill. 41; Marmon v. Har- 
wood, 124 Ill. 104, 16 N. E. 236; Patten v. Casey, 57 Mo. 118; 
Potter v. McDowell, 31 Mo. 62; Miller v. Wilson, 15 Ohio 108. In 
the light of these authorities and the principles which they 
declare, and on the record as it stands, we must conclude, and 
we, therefore, hold, that Mrs. Rose was insolvent at the time 
she deeded these two lots to her daughter. The conveyance 
was voluntary, and, therefore, in law, fraudulent as against the 
existing creditor, Otis. This troublesome question being re- 
solved against the appellant, the other matters to be determined 
are of less difficulty. 


We now approach the main legal question, which has been 
urged on this appeal, and is urged in the other cases which 
have since been submitted to us. The defense other than as 
to the one question of fact respecting the solvency or insolvency 
of Mrs. Rose after the transfer to her daughter was based on 
the statute of limitations. According to the argument, the ap- 
plicability of the statute is conclusively determined by the 
fact that the conveyance was in 1890, and the suit begun in 
January, 1896. Our statute respecting bills for relief is found 
in two sections of the General Statutes of 1883, numbered 2,174 
and 2,175, and they are: 


“Bills for relief, on the ground of fraud, shall be filed within 
three years after the discovery by the aggrieved party, of the 
facts constituting such fraud, and not afterward.” 


“Bills of relief, in case of the existence of a trust not 
cognizable by the courts of common law, and in all other 
tases not herein provided for, shall be filed within five years 
after the cause thereof shall accrue, and not after.” 


The argument is that, since the first section (2,174) enacts 
that bills for relief on the ground of fraud shall be filed within 
three years after its discovery, the statute begins to run the 
instant the fraud is discovered, whether the plaintiff then had 
or did not have a cause of action against the defendant. The 
argument continues that, since the deed was made in 1890, and 
was with a recited consideration of one dollar, it was thereby, 
to the notice and knowledge of the plaintiff, conclusive informa- 
tion that the conveyance was voluntary; that he was charged 
with notice of it, and must, therefore, file his bill within three 
years thereafter, that constructive notice, whether he had or 
had not a right of action. Condensed and summarized, this 
is the argument, and with it we disagree. Not adhering to the 
order of the statement, we first observe the plaintiff is not 
chargeable with the notice furnished by the record of the deed. 
We have been cited to cases in Iowa which seem to hold that the 
notice given by such a record is a notice to a creditor, and 
that it may start the statute running, regardless of the situa- 
tion or condition of his cause of action at the time he gets 
the information. If this is the legitimate deduction of the 
lowa cases we must refuse to yield our assent to their con- 
tlusions. They do not commend themselves to our judgment. 
As a matter of law, we do not believe that they are legitimate 
‘onstructions of our statute of limitations, nor that they can 
be defended and upheld by the well-settled rules governing 
the interpretation and application of similar statutes. As we 
look at it, they are opposed to the decisions of the highest 
tribunal in this State, and, whether we do or do not agree 





with them in principle, we should be bound to follow them. We 
prefer, however, to put our decision on the authority of our own 
cases, and absolutely dissent from the conclusions of counsel, 
even if we concede that they have been property interpreted. 
Under the recording acts of this State a notice of conveyance, 
constructively given, is the equivalent of actual notice to cer- 
tain persons and under certain conditions. As we look at it, 
our Supreme Court has passed on this question, and they have 
limited the doctrine of constructive notice to persons who are 
found in the same chain of title, and who claim under the same 
grantor in the chain by subsequent purchase or transfer. Con- 
structive notice extends to no other persons. As they put it, 
“only to those who are bound to search for it as subsequent 
purchasers and mortgagees, and all others who deal with it on 
the credit of the title in the line of which the recorded deed 
belongs.” Gillett v. Gaffney, 3 Colo. 351. This doctrine is sup- 
ported in other States, and is one which commends itself to 
our judgment. Ward v. Thomas, 81 Ky. 452; Fox v. Zimmer- 
mann, 77 Wis. 414, 46 N. W. 583; Martin v. Smith, 1 Dill. 86, 
Fed. Cas. No. 9,164. The same rule was in a way expressed in 
a case recently decided by this court at the September term, 
being Kenney v. Bank, 54 Pac. 404. An evident difficulty in the 
application of the doctrine to the present situation springs 
from the consideration that the fraud complained of is one in 
law, and constructive rather than actual. The transfer was 
entirely valid, and binding between the parties; the considera- 
tion was love and affection, recognized as one of the most 
praiseworthy. Had Mrs. Rose remained solvent, the deed was 
good against Otis. To charge him with notice of the voluntary 
character of the conveyance when he was unadvised as to the 
financial condition of the grantor is stretching the doctrine of 
constructive notice to the point at which it ought to, and must, 
break. The consideration put into deeds cannot, in this coun- 
try, be taken as an evidence of the actual price paid. It is 
often—more frequently—less, and is a vague, uncertain, in- 
determinable quantity, significant and indicative of nothing. 
If we should hold that a creditor who is without right to file 
a bill because he is a general creditor, and not one by judgment, 
is bound to take notice of recorded deeds and of the expressed 
consideration, and, therefore, conclude that the conveyance is 
voluntary, it would be carrying the doctrine of constructive 
notice to an extent unwarranted by precedent, and unjustified 
by the law, which ought to prevail in determining what is or 
is not constructive notice. 


This leaves, then, the inquiry, whether the case as exhibited 
is brought either within the terms of the statute properly con- 
strued, or within its terms as the appellants construe it. In its 
opinion the Court practically finds, as a matter of fact, that the 
plaintiff did not discover the fraud until he learned of the 
secret debt of upward of $4,500, which Mrs. Rose insisted she 
owed Mrs. Riddle, and which was found to have been the real 
consideration for the transfer of the great bulk of Mrs. Rose’s 
property. While this opinion is not in the specific, definite form 
of findings of fact, it is a statement of the Court’s’ conclusions 
on the evidence, and we find it abundantly supported by the 
testimony. Under any construction of the statute, then, it 
must be true that this suit was brought in ample time, because 
the plaintiff sustained his contention that he had no knowledge 
of the facts constituting the fraud against him until the facts 
about it were elicited on the trial, which was within the three 
years. Taking this view of the case, even though it be con- 
ceded—which it is not—that Section 2,174 makes an absolute 
three-year bar under any and all circumstances, the statute 
had not run so as to conclude the plaintiff at the time that he 
instituted this suit. We do not concede, however, that this is 
the proper construction of that enactment. The situation and 
circumstances of the case do not require us to enter into an 
exhaustive discussion of sections 2,174 and 2,175, and determine 
all the conditions and circumstances under which either the one 
or the other or both may become operative. The difficulty with 
the appellant’s contention as a legal proposition is that he as- 
sumes that Section 2,174 is a specific limitation, and that it will 
of necessity bar an action where the plaintiff has discovered 
the fraud, although at the time of the discovery he did not 
have, and for a long time thereafter could not acquire, the 
right to begin his suit. As we understand it, this is in the face 
of a fundamental principle, which underlies the statute of 
limitations in the various States. Statutes of limitations can 
never become operative, as we understand the law, until there 
is a cause of action to which they may be applied. In other 
words, as it is put by a learned text writer: “The time limited 
* * * is to be computed from the time at which a right of 
entry accrues, and from the time at which a creditor is author- 
ized first to commence a suit.” Ang. Lim. c. 6, § 42. The same 
doctrine has been expressed in many courts, and it has been 
decided in New York that the time of the commission of the 
fraud is not, of necessity, the point from which the limitation 
is to be computed, but that time must necessarily be the point 
at which the plaintiff acquired the right to assail it. In that 
State a similar provision, although not exactly like it, has 
been thus construed, and the Court held that the cause of 
action is not necessarily deemed to accrue when the right of 
action arises, but it is deemed to accrue when the discovery is 
made. Or, to put it in other words, when we take these two 
sections of our statute together, it may be—though we do not 
expressly decide it—that Section 2,175, which is the five-year 
limitation, will be an absolute bar to the bringing of a suit 
on the ground of fraud, provided that at the time the action 
accrued the party had knowledge of it; and, on the other hand, 
it may be that, even though the cause of action had accrued, 
and the creditor had a right to file the bill, yet, being without 
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knowledge of the fraud, and subsequently discovering it, he 
might, within three years thereafter its discovery, file a bill, 
although the statutory period limited by the other sections 
had long since gone by. While the New York statute is not 
in the same form, nor in the exact language, as ours, and 
perhaps in this respect is a statute with a proviso, yét the 
principle on which those decisions are based must necessarily 
be the true rule by which the rights of parties with respect to 
statutory limitations are to be determined. Weaver v. Havi- 
land, 142 N. Y. 534, 37 N. E. 641; Gates v. Andrews, 37 N. Y. 
657; Suber v. Chandler, 18 S. C. 526; Brown v. Campbell, 100 
Cal. 635, 35 Pac. 433; Ohm v. Superior Court, 85 Cal. 545, 26 Pac. 
244; Bump, Fraud. Conv. (3d Ed.), pp. 270, 271; Brickson v. 
Quinn, 47 N. Y. 410; Harrell v. Kea, 37 S. C. 369, 16 S. E. 42. 


If the necessities of the case demanded it, we could cite 
with approval the case in 18 S. C., above referred to, to the 
proposition that the statute is inoperative until a right of 
action accrues; and since, in this case, neither Otis nor Dunklee 
could bring a suit to set aside this voluntary conveyance until 
Otis had recovered his judgment, and it had been affirmed, 
there is no statute of limitations which could bar his right of 
action, whether he had or had not knowledge of the fraud 
giving him his right. The trouble with the other doctrine 
would be that, so far as cases of this description are con- 
cerned, where the fraud is a constructive one, and the convey- 
ance is one which in law may be fraudulent, and is not fraudu- 
lent in fact, it cannot, in law or in morals, be said that the 
conveyance is invalid as between the grantor and the grantee, 
or as between the grantor and grantee and the plaintiff, when 
it was made on what, as between the parties, was a deed sufficient 
in consideration, and conveyed a good title. If, as a matter of 
fact, it so happened that the debtor retained property enough 
to answer the, execution, the creditor could not attack the con- 
veyance or assail it, because it in no manner affected his rights. 
It is only because of the return of the execution nulla bona, 
and the acquisition of his right to begin suit, or, as it might 
be put, because his cause of action has accrued, that the trans- 
fer becomes assailable, and he may maintain a bill to set it 
aside for want of consideration. In any view, therefore, which 
we take of the case, whether with regard to the time of the 
discovery, or whether we take it as a matter of strict statutory 
construction, viewed in the light of principles by which statutes 
of limitation must be construed, the statute of limitations had 
not run at the time the bill was filed, and the plaintiff is not 
and was not barred his remedy. 


Another contention earnestly insisted on is that the con- 
struction for which the appellants contend must be right, and 
that plaintiff was not without remedy, for the reason that 
he might have sued out a writ of attachment, and levied it on 
the property, and thereby secured his rights. We are cited 
to a Missouri case, which seems to hold the doctrine, but it 
does not accord with our judgment of the law. The difficulty 





with the present doctrine is that the right to sue out a writ 
of attachment can in no event be determinative of the plain- 
tiff’s cause of action, because, even though we should concede 
that the writ might have issued in the present case in aid of 
the original suit, it is not a principle of. universal application. 
Statutes of limitation are general in their terms, and must be 
so construed that they will apply to the various descriptions of 
actions named in the act and over which the bar is given by 
the statute. Many cases might be imagined where the right to 
file a creditors’ bill to set aside a transfer or a transaction be- 
cause of its fraudulent character could not be saved or pre- 
served by the issuance of a writ of attachment. Under our 
system these ancillary writs can only go in those cases where 
the suit is brought on contracts, either express or implied. 
Because it happens in those cases that the action was on @ 
contract, a dozen other cases might be imagined to which the 
same statute of limitations would necessarily be applicable, 
where the writ of attachment could not be obtained. Take 
the very case cited by counsel in support of one branch of his 
contention, Wood v. Carpenter, 101 U. S. 135. Therein, by 
means of concealment, fraudulent transfers, misrepresentations 
and other active frauds practiced on the plaintiff, the defendant 
succeeded in binding him to sell a judgment for 50 per cent. of 
its face. It was afterward learned by the plaintiff that the 
defendant himself furnished the money for the purchase of 
the judgment, that the transfers were made with the intent 
to delay and defraud him, and the settlement was procured 
by the active fraud and misrepresentations made by the pur- 
chaser. He thereupon filed a bill to set aside the transfers and 
subject the property to the payment of the unpaid part of his 
judgment. Manifestly, a writ of attachment could not issue in 
such case, and yet the same statute of limitations would be 
applicable as in the present. Other illustrations would be in 
cases where property had been destroyed by negligence, or @ 
person had been injured by the negligence of the defendant, 
and a suit was brought to recover damages. Attachment coulé 
not issue in aid of such suits. Intermediate to the injury and 
the recovery of the judgment, the wrongdoer might put his 
property out of his hands by means of conveyances which, as 
against such judgment creditors, would be fraudulent. Un- 
doubtedly, a bill would lie to set aside the transfers, and sub- 
ject the property thus conveyed to the payment of the judg- 
ments, the facts constituting the cause of action, otherwise 
concurring, and yet the same statute of limitations would be 
applicable, and the plea that the attachment might have issued 
would no longer be available. These illustrations very sharply 
exhibit the fallacy of the contention that, because in one case 
the ancillary writ might go, it is, therefore, an answer to the 
proposition that the statute must be so construed as to holé 
that it commenced running at the time the conveyance was 
made, and not at the time the cause of action accrued. 

the foregoing reasons, the judgment of the Court below will 
be affirmed. Affirmed. 
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FOREIGN JUDGMENTS OBTAINED BY FRAUD. 


Courtlandt Babcock v. E. J. Marshall (Court of Civil 
Appeals of Texas, decided April 19, 1899.) 


Under Const. U. 8., Art. 4, § 1, requiring full faith and credit to be 
given to the judgments of a sister State, a foreign judgment at law, 
procured by fraud, that deprived defendant of a meritorious defense, which 
he was not negligent in urging, may be enjoined when the same remedy 
could be interposed in a foreign State. Such judgments are entitled to 
no more credit than domestic judgments. 


W. B. Abney and Thomas G. Frost for plaintiff; 
Matthews and Browning for defendant. 


Fisher, C. J.—This is a suit by plaintiff in error against 
defendant in error on a judgment for $1,014.57, rendered by the 
Circuit Court of Cook County, IIL, in favor of plaintiff in error 
against defendant in error. For answer the defendant in error 
pleaded that the judgment was procured against him by the 
fraudulent conduct of the plaintiff in error, in that, after suit 
was brought in the Illinois court on the claim which was 
merged into the judgment, and before the judgment was ob- 
tained, defendant in error and plaintiff in error agreed upon 
afull settlement of the matters of litigation then pending, and 
the defendant in error had fully paid off and discharged the 
daim upon which the suit was based, and the plaintiff in error, 
in consideration thereof, then and there agreed to dismiss said 
suit, and not prosecute it to judgment. This agreement was 
made about Jan. 17, 1896, as the facts show, in the city of 
Chicago. Afterward, about Sept. 1, 1896, the defendant in error 
returned to his home in Lampasas County, Tex., and on the 
% day of September, 1896, the judgment sued upon was re- 
covered against him. It is also alleged that the defendant 
in error relied upon the promise and agreement made by plain- 
tif in error to dismiss the action against him, and therefore 
he paid no further attention to the suit, and made no defense 
thereto; that he did not know or hear of the rendition of the 
judgment until about Oct. 20, 1896, when payment of the judg- 
ment was demanded of him. The fraud here alleged is pleaded 
in bar of the plaintiff's right to recover on the judgment, and, 
in addition, the defendant asks that the plaintiff be forever 
restrained and enjoined from enforcing the judgment. ‘There 
are matters of cross action and reconvention set up in the 
answer, which it is not necessary to state, in view of the dis- 
Position we make of the case, as the defendant in error asks 
Us to consider these questions only in the event we remand the 
judgment below. These matters are brought to the attention 
of this court only by cross assignments of defendant in error. 
Plaintiff in error addressed to the answer certain demurrers, 
which were overruled, and which will be more fully noticed in 
the opinion. The trial court rendered judgment to the effect 
that plaintiff in error take nothing by his suit, and that he 

forever enjoined and restrained from enforcing said judg- 
Ment against defendant in error, by suit or otherwise. 


There is evidence in the record which supports the aver- 
Ments of the answer as set out. The effect of the evidence 
Support of these averments, in our opinion, shows that the 
ment was procured by the fraudulent conduct of plain- 
tiff in violation of the agreement to dismiss the suit, and that 
the failure to do so deprived the defendant of a meritorious 
defense, and that the defendant could rely upon this agree- 





ment, and that from his want of notice that the judgment was 
obtained he was not negligent in taking steps in the courts 
of llMnois looking to setting it aside. It is first contended by 
the plaintiff in error that the court erred in overruling his de- 
murrers to the defendant’s answer, because under Section 1 of 
Article 4 of the Constitution of the United States, to the effect 
“that full faith and credit shall be given in each State to the 
public acts, records and judicial proceedings of other States,” 
the judgment sued upon, rendered by.the Court in Illinois, was 
conclusive, and was not subject to attack for fraud in its pro- 
curement. If it was an original question before us as one of first 
impression in this State, we would be inclined to hold that a 
strictly legal defense of fraud could not be urged to defeat a 
judgment of a sister State. Renaud v. Abbott, 116 U. S. 277, 6 
Sup. Ct. 1194. There are several cases decided by the courts of 
this State upon this subject, some of which directly, and others 
imferentially, hold that fraud can be interposed as a defense to 
the judgement of a sister State, when sued upon here. Norwood 
v. Cobb, 15 Tex. 501, reaffirmed in 24 Tex. 554; Drinkard v. In- 
gram, 21 Tex. 653; Chunn v. Gray, 51 Tex. 114; Redus v. Burnett, 
59 Tex. 581; Russell v. Butler (Tex. Civ. App.) 47 S. W. 406. As 
the only Texas case which is opposed to those cited, plaintiff 
refers us to the case of Miller v. Lovell (Civ. App.) 40 S. W. 
835. That was a suit brought in this State upon a judgment ren- 
dered by a court of Florida. The court, in affirming the judg- 
ment of the trial court, say that there was no error in sustain- 
ing demurrers to defendant’s answer, because it did not state 
the specific acts of fraud in obtaining the judgment sued upon. 
This was the first conclusion of law of that court, and by a sec- 
ond conclusion it disposed of the answer in part filed in the case 
upon the ground that, the judgment being one of a sister State, 
the defendant could not, by plea in reconvention, predicate an 
action of damages based upon its recovery, no facts being al- 
leged that would affect its validity In the State where rendered. 
The first conclusion of the court seems to strongly intimate that, 
if specific acts of fraud had been alleged, the answer would have 
been good. It is true, the Supreme Court refused a writ of error 
in the case, but it may have been on the first ground stated. If 
it was true, as there stated, that the acts constituting the fraud 
were not alleged, the defendant had no standing in court, and 
the demurrer was properly sustained, for the rule is elementary 
that, when relief is sought on the ground that the opposite party 
has been guilty of fraud, the conduct or acts relied upon as con- 
stituting the fraud must be specifically alleged. From this it 
seems that the only point relied upon in that case was the in- 
sufficiency of the answer to allege facts showing fraud. If we 
felt constrained to follow the decisions of tne courts of this 
State, to the effect that fraud as a strictly legal defense may be 
charged against the plaintiff to defeat a recovery in a suit based 
upon the judgment of a sister State, it would not be necessary 
that we should so declare ourselves in this case, because, in our 
opinion, the judgment of the trial court may be affirmed upon 
other grounds. In addition to the assertion of fraud in procur- 
ing the judgment as a strictly legal defense, the defendant in 
error urged the same state of facts as a basis for equitable re- 
lief against the judgment and the enforcement of the same by 
plaintiff in error. It is a general principle of equity, which may 
be said to exist in nearly, if not, all of the States of the Union, 
that a judgment at law, which was procured by the fraudulent 
conduct of the plaintiff, which had the effect to deprive the de- 
fendant of a meritorious legal defense which he was not guilty 
of negligence in urging, may be enjoined, and the plaintiff re- 
strained from enforcing it. Embry v. Palmer, 107 U. S. 11, 2 
Sup. Ct. 25; 2 High. Inj. (3d Ed.) §$§ 190-208, and cases hereafter 
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cited. The statute of the United States, which gives effect to 
the provision of the constitution that declares that full faith and 
credit shall be given in each State to the public records, etc., of 
any other State, uses this language: ‘‘And the said records and 
judicial proceedings, authenticated as aforesaid, shall have such 
faith and-credit given to them in every court within the United 
States as they have by law or usage in the courts of the State 
whence the said records are or shall be taken.”” Rev. St. U. S. 
§ 905. In Embry v. Palmer, 107 U. S. 10, 2 Sup. Ct. 31, which was 
an action to restrain the enforcement of a judgment of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, when sued upon in Connecticut, on the ground 
of fraud in procuring the judgment, the court say: “The rule 
for determining what effect shall be given to such judgments 
is that declared by this court in respect to the faith and credit 
to be given to the judgments of State courts in the courts of 
other States in the case of McElmoyle v. Cohen, 13 Pet. 312, 326, 
where it is said: ‘They are record evidences of a debt or judg- 
ment of record, to be contested only in such way as judgments 
of record may be, and consequently are conclusive upon the de- 
fendant in every State, except for such causes as would be suf- 
ficient to set aside the judgment in the courts of the State in 
which it was rendered. The question then arises, what causes 
would have been sufficient in the District of Columbia according 
to the law there in force, to have authorized its courts to set 
aside the judgment recovered there by Embry against Stanton 
& Palmer?” It is clear from this that it was not the purpose of 
the constitution to give to the judgments of a State court a more 
conclusive effect, when sought to be enforced in a sister State, 
than they would be entitled to in the State where rendered. 
And it is also clear that the existence of the general principles 
of equity which authorize restraining a judgment procured 
through fraud in the State where the judgment was originally 
rendered is authority for a like procedure in the courts of a dif- 
ferent State where it is afterwards sought to be enforced, pro- 
vided the courts of the latter State are not wanting in jurisdic- 
tion to enforce such a remedy. As to the existence of such a 
remedy in this State, there can be no question, as illustrated in 
the following cases: Dickenson v. McDermott’s Ex’rs, 13 Tex. 
249; Overton v. Blum, 50 Tex. 423; Byars v. Justin, 2 Willson, 
Civ. Cas. Ct. App. § 686; Nevins v. McKee, 61 Tex. 413; Tarn v. 
Phelps, 6 Tex. 596. 

It is insisted by the plaintiff in error that the principle stated 
cannot be given application in this case, because there was no 
averment in defendant’s answer, nor was there evidence, as to 
what were the laws of Illinois upon the subject. It is true, the 
laws of that State were not pleaded or proven, but it is not be- 
lieved that the rule insisted upon applies in this case. The 
right to equitable relief in this instance was not based upon a 
statute of Illinois, or any local peculiarity existing there; but, 
as said in Embry v. Palmer, supra, “upon the broad principles 
of equity,”” which it is believed upon this subject prevails in 
possibly all the States of the Union. These general principles 
of equity wherever they may exist, as well as the general prin- 
ciples of common law, need no proof, for it is assumed that the 
courts which mzy be called upon to enforce them possess a 
judicial knowledge of them. But whether they are given ap- 
plication in a different jurisdiction, and how construed there, 
calls for inquiry into the practice that prevails in those courts. 
Nelson v. Rockwell, 14 Ill. 375, was a suit by injunction to re- 
strain the enforcement of a judgment obtained by fraud, which 
consisted in the defendant obtaining the judgment against the 
petitioner after the claim on which it was based was fully paid 
off and discharged. The Court in that case characterized that 
as the grossest fraud, and granted relief restraining enforce- 
ment of the judgment. This case was expressly affirmed in 
Foote v. Despain, 87 Ill. 28, and the principle recognized in the 
recent case of Schroer vy. Pettibone, 163 Ill. 42, 45 N. E. 207. If 
we can take these decisions, which are found in the volumes 
of authentic reports of cases of the Supreme Court of Lllinois 
as establishing anything, they clearly show that the courts of 
that State apply the general principles of equity relating to the 
subject before us when occasion requires. If this is the rule 
that prevails in Illinois, it is presumed to continue in force 
until the contrary is shown. State v. Patterson, 24 N. C. 346. 
Wharton, in the third edition of his work on Evidence (volume 
1, § 311), states the rule that is generally recognized in practice 
in the courts of the several States, and there are decisions of 
the courts of this State which recognize it. He says: ‘‘When 
the statute of a State has received an authentic construction 
by the courts of such State, such construction will be accepted 
extra-territorially by other courts. Hence it is that the reports 
of adjudicated cases in another State are always worthy of 
consideration as indicating the laws of such State, and may be 
received in argument before a court as exhibiting such extra- 
territorial law.’’ Kilgore v. Buckley, 14 Conn. 387. In McDeed 
v. McDeed, 67 Ill. 548, the Court said: “As a general rule, the 
decisions of courts of justice are evidence of what is the com- 
mon law. Courts have uniformly taken notice of the construc- 
tion given to foreign statutes by the foreign tribunals, and to 
enable them to do this they have always been in the habit of 
looking to the reports of such tribunals.” If it is permissible 
to look to the decisions of the courts of a sister State in order 
to ascertain the application and construction given to statutes 
there, why, for the same reason, should we not be allowed to 
look to those decisions in order to ascertain what, if any, con- 
struction and application the courts of the sister State have 
given to recognized principles of the common law or of equity? 
In such a case it is not for proof of the foreign law that we 
look to the decisions, but whether a general principle of the 
common law or equity of which we take judicial knowledge has 
been construed or given application in the courts of a foréign 
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State. Furthermore, upon this subject it has been held that 
court trying a cause based upon a foreign judgment takes 
judicial notice of the laws of the State in which the judgment 
was rendered. State v. Hinchman, 27 Pa. St. 483; Henry v. Allen 
(Tex. Sup.), 17 S. W. 515. But, whether this rule applies or not 
to this case, we are clearly of the opinion that we can loo, 
to the reported cases decided by the Supreme Court of Illinois 
in order to ascertain what application, if any, the courts there 
give to the general principles of equity. In addition to the 
reasons given, there is another, which, in our opinion, will sup- 
port the judgment. The Supreme Court of the United States 
in Cole v. Cunningham, 133 U. S. 112, 10 Sup. Ct. 269, in dig. 
cussing the provision of the constitution giving full faith ang 
credit to the records of other States and the acts of Congress 
thereunder, says: “This does not prevent an inquiry into the 
jurisdiction of the Court in which a judgment is rendered to 
pronounce the judgment, nor into the right of the State to 
exercise authority over the parties or subject-matter, nor 
whether the judgment is founded in and impeachable for g 
manifest fraud. The constitution did not mean to confer any 
new power on the States, but simply to regulate the effect 
of their acknowledged jurisdiction over persons and things with. 
in their territory. It did not make the judgments of the States 
domestic judgments to ail intents and purposes, but only gaye 
a general validity, faith and credit to them as evidence. No 
execution can be issued upon such judgments without a new 
suit in the tribunals of other States, and they enjoy, not the 
right of priority or privilege or lien which they have in the State 
where they are pronounced, but that only which the lex fori 
gives to them by its own laws in their character of foreign 
judgments.”—citing several authorities, and concludes with this 
statement: “And «ther judicial proceedings can rest on no 
higher ground.” N .w, it is clear that the judgments of a sister 
State are entitle’ to no more respect or credit than is given 
to the domestic judgments of the State where they are after. 
ward sought to be enforced, and, as said in the opinion quoted, 
they do not carry with them the rights that flow from domestic 
judgments. Equity acts upon the person; and where the owner 
of a domestic judgment, which was obtained by fraud in the 
courts of this State, seeks to enforce it, they will, in a proper 
case, where the complainant has not been guilty of laches, 
interpose their remedial relief by injunction. and restrain the 
person guilty of the fraud from consummating his wrong. And 
in cases of this character it is upon the person of the wrong. 
doer that equity fastens its restraining power; and, if the courts 
of this State have the power—which they undoubtedly have— 
to restrain the fraudulent owner of a domestic judgment from 
enforcing it, a like power could be exercised to restrain one 
who comes into the courts of this State, and seeks to enforce 
the judgment of another State. 

The question next arises whether the defendant in error is 
entitled to this remedy from the manner and form in which 
it was urged. The equitable and legal jurisdictions of the 
courts of this State are blended, and, where the causes of 
action or the defenses thereto are both legal and equitable, 
they can be determined and adjudicated and settled in the 
one controversy. When the plaintiff came into the courts of 
this State by suit upon his judgment, he submitted himself to 
their jurisdiction, subject to all the rules of pleading and prac- 
tice that prevail here; and these rules permit a defendant, ina 
controversy of this character, to plead in defense or by a cross 
action, in order ‘to prevent a recovery by the plaintiff, the same 
state of facts that he could have urged if he had taken the 
initiative by bringing suit seeking to restrain his opponent. We 
find no error in the judgment, and it is affirmed. 








NOTES—DEMAND—ALTERATIONS—CHATTEL MORTGAGES, 


Where the interests of the parties to a note have not 
been affected, the fact that the place of payment has been 
changed and another substituted without authority, which 
alteration has subsequently been restored to its original 
condition, will not defeat a recovery on the note on the 
ground that the same has been materially altered without 
authority. 

(2) No demand of payment on a note need be made 
before bringing an action for possession of property un- 
der a chattel mortgage securing the note. Acme Har- 
vester Co. v Butterfield. (S. D.) 80 N. W. 170. 


NOTHS—INDORSEMENT b BY JO! NT PAYEE—LIABILITY. 


One of the payees of a note indorsed it to the other, 
in the following language: “For value received, I hereby 
assign and transfer unto W. M. Fielding all right, title 
and interest that I may have in the within note.” It was 
held that such an indorsement carried with it all the 
liabilities of an unrestricted indorsement. The indorser 
not having availed himself of the privilege restricting his 
liability as he had the right to do, it must be presumed 
that the indorsement as made was intended to give credit 
to the note by his name. Citizens’ Nat. Bank v. Walton, 
96 Va. 435. 
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English caw Dictionary, 


BY ARTHUR ENGLISH OF THE NEW YORK BAR, 
Formerly Asst Attorney Interior Dept., Washington, D. C. 
The different dictionary definitions hereto- 
fore published, have been more on the order 
of digests, encyclopedias or glossaries, in- 
eluding as arule, Maxims. Constantly chang- 
legislation effects definitions very mater- 
ially. Therefore statutory definitions are 
not to be relied upon unless t' ey are the 
adoption of what has already become the es- 
tablished meaning. Again, the average at- 
torney has not the time or inclination to read 
columns or pages of matter when he looks for 

the definition of a word. 

English Dictionary gives complete defini- 
jons of legal terms aa words and embraces 
those not given in any other law dictionary. 
Furnished in a single compact volume at a 
moderate price. One large imperal 8vo. 
volume, law sheep,$6.50 net, or $7.00 delivered. 


Fimerican Practice Reports. 


A series of reports containing leading cases 
decided in courts of authoritative jurisdic- 
tion of each st te, territory, colony and in 
the United States Courts on points of Prac- 
tice, with complete and thorough annotation 
of ‘he p — or points of adjective law printed 
after the decision. Volame one contains cases 
selected from those decided during the months 
of September, 1897, to September, 1898, with 
annotations and notes written in 1899. 

Write for a sample number. 


Wa-hington Law Book Company, 


WASHINGTON, > c. 
ASSOCIATIONS | 
LIBRARIES. 
EXECUTIVE OFFICERS 
AMERICAN BAR ARBOOLATION 
(Organised Augnat 21, 1878.) 


President—Charles F. Mand+«rson, New York City. 
* om Hinkley 215 \ Charies st. 


AND LAW. 


BAR 


more, 
—— ‘Francis Rawle, 32% Uheatnat St. Philadel- 
phis, Pa. 
meee + ASSOCIATION - CREDIT MEN. 
—_ June 25, 1896.) 
President - John 1 d, Philadelphia 
Secreta: y_— William Prende gast, New York. 
Treasurer—T. H. Green, Sioux Vity, Iowa. 
COMMERCIAL LAW LEAGUE OF AMERICA. 
(Organized Auguat 15, 1895. aha 
President—Charles R. Miller, Can 
J aes cay Sec: etary —George 8. all "Daffalo, N.Y. 
ing Secretary—E. A Krauthoff, KansasCity, Mo. 
Treasurer—E. K. Sumerwell, New York City. 
CANADIAN BAR ASSOCIATION. 
President—Jno Irving, Toronto. 
—aneet Falconer, Montreal. 
—C B. Carter, Montreal. 


STATE ASSOCIATIONS. 
ALABAMA 


(Organized January 15, 1879.) 
Presideat—J.J Willett, Anniston. 
and Treasurer—Alex. Troy Montgomery 
ALASKA 


ay come 1896.) 
Seeeident—Johe F. Malony, Juneau 
Secretary—F. D Kelsey. Juneau. 

Treasurer— Alfred J. prs ta 


ined Marc March 4, 1804.) 
Seecidens— A «. Baker 
Secretary— Wade H. Hulings, Phoenix. 
Treasorer— Walter Bennett. 
ARKANBAS. 
(Cranatans March 15, 1882.) 
gnuaitent—2 ad M. Rose, Little Rook. 
Secretary—D. Bradshaw. Little Rock. 
Treasurer—George E. D. dge. Little Rock. 
(Organ and Sopte ser 9, 1897. 

i tem 1 
President—Calawell Yeaman, Denver. ; 
Secretary.and Treasurer—Lucius W. Hoyt. Denver. 

June 


(0 1875.) 

President—Charles &. Perkins, 
Seoretary —Charles M. Joslyn, Hartford. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
( Organized ng 5, 1874.) 

President- Samuel Maddo., ogton 
Secretary-.Corcaran Thom, we 
Treasurer—Cnarles H. Cragin, W: 








GEORGIA. 
(Organized August 1, 1883.) 
President—J R. Lamar. Augusta. 
Secretary - Orville A. Park, aoe. 
—Z. D. Haron, = 


(Organtecd Jom Joumey 4, 1877.) 
President—Benson Wood, Effingham. 
ap reracestm tera oth " H. Matheny, Springfield. 

IANA. 

(Organised J June 23, 1896.) 
President—R. S. Taylor, Fort Wayne. 
Secretary—Merrill Moores, Indianapolis. 
treasurer—Theodore P. Davis, Noblesville. 

. 10WA. 

(Organized December 27, 1894. 
President—L. C. Blanchard, Oskaloosa. 
Secretary—Samuel S Wright, Tipton 
Treasurer—George F. Henry, Des Moines. 


KANSAS. 
(Organized January 9, 1883.) 
Pres dent— C. C. Coleman, a Center. 
Secretary—C. J. Brown, To: 
rer— How: ll Jones, a 
KENTUCKY 
i x 4 ~ Yeaman, - ~ 
Secrtany sO . Poore, Frankf 
Aa omega 
(Organized April 20, 1899.) 
President—Henry P. Dart New Orleans. 
Secretary —Wm. 5. ro New Orleans. 


(Organised M March 18, 1891.) 
President— Wallace H. White, Lewiston. 
Yeoretary and Treasurer—Leslie C. Cornish, Aagusta 
MARYLAND. 
Organized _~— 28, 1806.) 
Preident—Eooty t Pag, P oe Game. 
Secretary—Conway W. Sams, timore. 
Creasurer— Frank G Turner, Baltimore. 
MICHIGAN. 
(Organized June 1, 1890.) 
President— Bradley M. Thompson, Ann Arbor. 
Secretary—Arthur Brown, Ann Arbor. 
Treasurer—O. E Butterfield, Ann Arbor. 


on sed October 2 1883.) 
"resident—Moses E Clapp, St. Panui. 
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x y sewer, 2 — 
-cretary—W. el ackson 
ceasurer—C. M Williamson. 


Presi ient— Sonn 
Se retary—J. 
‘ ceagurer—W. | e, Kansas City. 
MONTANA. 
(Organized January 8, 1885.) 

President— Charles R. Leonard, Butte. 

+ oretary— Edward C. Russell, Helena. 
° easurer F. D. le Helena. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE, (Northern.) 
(Organized November 24, 1882.) 
Biagham, Littleton. 

oS Rich, Berlin 

D. Dow, Woodsville. 
NEW HAMPsHIRx, (Southern) 
( ized November 28, 1891.) 
President Irving W. Drew, Lancaster. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Arthur H. Chase, Concord. 
NEW JER®EY 

President—Samuel H. Grey, Camden. 
Secretary —A.C Wal), Hudson. 
Treasurer—Chas. C Black, Hudson. 


ai 4 MEXICO 
( om anuary 19, 1886.) 
President— R Twitchell, Las Vegas. 
Secretary—Edward L. Bartlett, Santa Fe. 
Treasurer—George W. Knaebel, Santa Fe. 
NEW YORK. 

Coe ae 3. 1876.) 
Presidsnt— Walter 5. Loge. New York City. 
Secretary— Frederic E. Wadbame, Albany. 
Corresponding Secretary—L. B. Proctor, Albany. 
Treasurer Henry A. Peckham, Albany. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

(0 zed Feb. 10, 1*99.) 
President—Chas. F. Warr. n, Washington. 
Secretary and Treasurer—J. C. — Chapel Hill. 
OKLAB 
ized July i 10, 1890.) 
President—J. C. Strang, Guthrie. 

Secretary —J . L. Calvert. Guthrie 
Treasurer—S. S. page = — 
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ised July 8. 1880.) 
. Lanbie, Salem. 
. Mybrants, Ashland. 
L. B. Pike, Toledo. 
OREGOR. 


(Organized October 18, 1890.) 
President—W. W. Cotton, Portland. 
Secretary—Sanderson Keed Port 
Treasurer—Chas. J. Schnabel, Po 


President—Poter 
Se.retary—H. A 
‘Treasurer— 
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PENNSYLVANIA. 
(Organized January 16, 1895.) 
President—L a D. Gilbert, Harrisburg. 
Allinson, 


‘Treasurer— William Penn Lloyd. Mechanicsbarg 


President—C. I. Crawford, Huron. 
—John H. Voorhees, Sioux Falls. 
Treasurer—Ivan W. pe cond Pierre. 


coaene-S W. W. Honner, Naa po ile. 


secretary and M. Barch, Naabvilie. 


(Organised July July i5, 1882.) 
President yoeeey & Ewing, Houston. 


Secretary. R. 
Treasurer— William D. W: Fort Worth. 


oe. 
Ongrteet Son ames. ) 
President—C. 2 arion, Salt 
Secretary —C , Salt Lake. 
a we LK ye, Salt Lake. 
oh 
( ara beg ag Em pana) 
pean eon W. Wing, yo 
Treasurer— Hiram Carleton, 
A... 1886.) 
( 
President— Wil iam J. Leake Bicheena. 
Secretary and basen e= zt. Massie, Richm.nd- 


(Organised J 9, 1888.) 
an 
t— George Donworth, Beaver Set 
Seuretary— Nathan = —s 

Treasurer— William 


(Orgaaied July 61 J 8, 1886.) 
President— Wesle Pre ia 
—T. Garcia wi 


Treasurer—W. N. Miller, Parkersburg. 


(Organized J. 9, 1878. 
anuary ) 
President—E. E. a 5 a —. > 
Secretary—Corneli: s ng, waukee. 
Treasurer 8S. C. Hanks. Mad ~ ty 


_ ——- EE ————— 
CONNECTICUT 


In the absence of the president and 
vice-president, Attorney George A. Fay 
of Meriden acted as chairman pro 
tem of the annual bar meeting of the 
New Haven County lawyers, held recent- 
ly. States Attorney Williams nominated 
John W. Alling to succeed himself as 
president, and John K. Beach to succeed 
himself as vice-president. No other busi- 
ness being ready an adjournment was 
taken. 

FEORGIA. 


The members of the Atlanta Bar As- 
sociation at a meeting held _ recently 
adopted a memorial attesting the high 
esteem in which the memory of the late 
Judge John D. Berry is held by his old 
associates in the city. ~- 

Judge Berry was formerly judge of the 
City Criminal Court. His death occurred 
in March last at the home of his father 
at Newnan, Ga. Prior to that time he 
was in ill health, and had resigned as 
presiding officer of the court to take ef- 
fect Feb. 9, 1899. 

Resolutions on the death of Col. George 
W. Adair were introduced by E. R. Black 
during the meeting and were unanimous- 
ly adopted. Following the introduction 
of the resolutions, Judge Robert L. 
Rodgers made a short speech in which 
he alluded to the many excellent quali- 
tis of the dead pioneer citizen and men- 
tioned the fact that Col. Adair was at 
one time a member of the Atlanta bar. 

A committee to meet the remains and 
attend the funeral of Col. W. H. Dabney 
was appointed, consisting of the follow- 
ing gentlemen: Judge James A. Ander- 
son, Col. M. A. Chandler, Judge W. L. 
Calhoun, W. J. Spears, Col, B. F. Ab- 
bott, T. P. Westmoreland, L. Z. Rosser, 
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Judge John L. Hopkins, W. M. Bray and 
Hooper Alexander. 

The following was the memorial adopt- 
ed on Judge Berry: 

John D. Berry was born in Newnan, 
Ga., Nov. 8, 1864, and was given his pri- 
mary education there at College Temple. 
In 1878 and 1879 he went to the Denver 
High School, returning home in 1890. He 
went to Peekskill Military Institute, at 
Peekskill, N. Y., and from there to Co- 
lumbia College in the city of New York, 
which he attended for four years, gradu- 
ating in the school of mines in 1884. After 
he returned home in 1884, he was elected 
vice-president of the First National Bank 
of Newnan, Ga., of which his father, W. 
B. Berry, was president, which position 
he held until 1892. In the meantime, 
while he held this position, he studied law 
and was admitted to the bar at Coweta 
Superior Court in September, 1884. After 
his admission to the bar he was elected 
attorney for the bank, and directed and 
controlled its business affairs. 


In 1889 he came to Atlanta and became 
a junior member of the law firm of Bigby, 
Dorsey & Berry, which firm was later on 
changed to Bigby, Reed & Berry. He 
continued a member of this firm until his 
appointment to the office of judge of the 
Criminal Court of Atlanta in 1895. 

Judge Berry’s father being a man of 
ample means. his son was given a liberal 
education. Judge Berry not only had a 
liberal education, but was a well traveled 
man, having spent twelve months in the 
year 1892 visiting Europe and the Orient. 
Judge Berry was a man of versatile 
mind. He was a well read man for his 
age, and had a general knowledge of 
books, and was well informed almost on 
any subject. He had a pleasing address 
and every instinct of him was that of a 
gentleman. Modest and retiring, you 
could only find out his real worth by 
probing for it. 

He had a legal mind and had attained 
to high rank in his profession, 

Socially he was a very agreeable and 
entertaining gentleman. He moved in 
the first circle in all places in which he 
lived, and was esteemed very highly as a 
cultured and educated man. 

On account of ill health, Judge Berry 
resigned his position as judge of the 
Criminal Court of Atlanta, to take effect 
Feb. 9, 1899. On Tuesday, March 14, 1899, 
at 11 o’clock a. m., after serious illness 
from pneumonia, he died at his father’s 
house in Newnan, Ga. 

This committee offers the following res- 
olutions, and asks that they be adopted 
by this bar association: 

“Resolved, That in the death of Judge 
Berry, the bar of Atlanta and of the 
State has lost a genial, cultivated and 
companionable gentleman and a versatile 
and able lawyer, and we hereby offer our 
deepest sympathy to his relatives on ac- 
count of his untimely death. 

“Resolved second, That the secretary of 
this bar association is directed to send a 
copy of this memorial and resolutions to 
Judge Berry’s father, Mr. W. B. Berry, 
Newnan, Ga., and that a copy of the 
same be inscribed on the minutes of the 
court over which he presided.” 


Lewis M. Thomas, 
Chairman. 
Burton Smith, 
John C. Reed, 
James F. O’Neill, 
Thomas F. Corrigan. 
The resolutions on the death of Col 
Adair, which were introduced by E. R. 
Black, are as follows: 


“Atlanta, Ga., Sept. 30, 1899.—Whereas, 
in the death of Col. George W. Adair the 
city of Atlanta has lost one of its most 
progressive citizens, the State of Georgia 
* one of her best sons, and the bar of At- 
lanta one of its most loyal friends, and 

“Whereas, the bar of Atlanta desire to 
show their love and veneration for this 
distinguished man, 

“Be it resolved, That we tender to the 
bereaved family our profound sympathy 
and consolation in this great loss; 





“And, be it further resolved, That the 
secretary of this meeting forward to the 
family of Col. Adair a copy of these res- 
olutions,” 

A meeting of the Executive Committee 
of the State Bar Association was held 
recently at Atlanta in the law offices of 
Burton Smith, chairman of the commit- 
tee, at which a number of matters of 
importance to the association were dis- 
cussed and acted upon. 

Those present were Burton Smith, 
chairman; Orville A. Park, of Macon, 
secretary; Attorney General J. M. Ter- 
rell, Bolling Whitfield, of Brunswick, 
and Lloyd Cleveland. 

The committee decided to hold the next 
annual meeting of the association the 
first week in July, continuing it three 
days, instead of only two, as heretofore. 
It was also decided to hold the meeting 
at some resort, rather than in a city, 
thus making it a pleasant outing as well 
as business meeting for the members in 
attendance. 

The meeting will be in session three full 
days, the mornings being devoted to the 
reading of special papers, the afternoons 
and evenings to committee work and so- 
cial intercourse. The members will in 
this way have a great deal of time to de- 
vote to coenmittee work and to social 
matters. They will also be thrown with 
the more prominent and distinguished 
guests present in a way much more de- 
sirable than «a the past. 

The comm.itee decided to change from 
the old rule of having only one distin- 
guished speaker from out of the State 
and to invite three such men to deliver 
addresses. One of these will be a lawyer 
who is distinguished in political life; one 
a prominent lawyer who is a professor in 
some large law school, while the other 
will be drawn from the most distin- 
guished and successful real practitioners 
of the country. It is thought that in this 
way something of real successful practice 
will be learned, something of politics can 
be gathered, and some information as to 
the real college world can also be learned. 

The names of the men they have decid- 
ed to invite to deliver these addresses 
will not be made public at this time. 

A number of distinguished Georgians 
who are not members of the association 
will be invited to meet with the members, 
as also will the prominent men who have 
read papers before any meeting in the 
past. 


INDIANA. 


The regular meeting of the Indianapo- 
lis Bar Association was held in the li- 
brary room at the court house on Oct. 2. 
The committee appointed to wait on the 
Board of County Commissioners report- 
ed that the association would have the 
use of the room adjoining the one it now 
occupies to accommodate the books be- 
queathed to the association by the late 
John M. Butler. Only routine business 
was transacted. 

The Shelby County Bar Association re- 
cently held its third quarterly meeting. 
The attendance was large and the inter- 
est manifested speaks well for the future 
of this new organization. The pro- 
gramme consisted of papers read by 
Alonzo Blair and George H. Meiks, the 
former dealing with the subject of “The 
Law on Larceny,” and the latter, ‘““Legal 
Requirements for Admission to the Bar.” 
Both topics were excellently handled and 
will prove helpful. 

The Executive Committee was instruct- 
ed to arrange for the annual banquet to 
be given on Dec. 27, and to invite some 
distinguished lawyer as the guest of 
honor. 

Charles A. Hack was elected a member. 

The following are the officers: H. C. 
Morrison, president; D. L. Wilson, vice- 
president; Joseph Chez, secretary, and 
R. W. Harrison, treasurer. 


MARYLAND. 


The following standing committees of 
the Marylan State Bar Association 
have been appointed for 1899-1900: 





Legal Biography—Robert F. Brent 
(chairman), Baltimore; George Whitelock, 
Baltimore; Robert P. Graham, Salisbury; 
Frank I. Duncan, Towson; William R. 
Martin, Easton; W. C. Devecmon, Cum- 
berland; David N. Henning, Westmin- 
eter; John C. Motter, Frederick; Freq. 
erick Stone, La Plata. 

Judicial Administration and Legal Re- 
form—John Hinkley (chairman), Balti- 
more; Michael A. Mullin, Baltimore; Phil. 
lips Lee Goldsborough, Cambridge; Henry 
R. Lewis, Denton; Stevenson A. Will- 
iams, Belair; Benjamin A. Richmond, 
Cumberland; Charles T. Reifsnider, Sr., 
Westminster; Milton G. Urner, Frederick: 
John H. Mitchell, La Plata. 

Admissions—John P. Briscoe (chair- 
man), Prince Frederick; John R. Patti- 
son, Cambridge; R. D. Hynson, Chester- 
town; Osborne I, Yellott, Towson; Robert 
R. Henderson, Cumberland; Charles H. 
Stanley, Baltimore; Edward 8. Eichel- 
berger, Frederick; Ralph Robinson, Balti- 
more; Henry J. Broening, Baltimore. 

Grievances—George M. Russum (chair- 
man), Denton; Joseph C. France, Balti- 
more; William H. Bayless, Baltimore; L. 
L. Waters, Princess Anne; Thomas H. 
Robinson, Belair; A. Hunter Boyd, Cum- 
berland; James A. C. Bond, Westminster; 
Frank C. Norwood, Frederick; J. Frank 
Parran, Prince Frederick. 

Legal Education—John 8S. Wirt (chair- 
man), Elkton; William 8S. Bryan, Jr., Bal- 
timore; George R. Gaither, Jr., Baltimore; 
H. Fillmore Lankford, Princess Anne; D. 
G. McIntosh, Towson; Clayton Purnell, 
Frostburg; Willard G. Rouse, Belair; 
William J. Witzenbacker, Hagerstown; 
L. Allison Wilmer, La Plata. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Dr. George E. Wire, librarian of the 
Worcester county law library, in addi- 
tion to his regular duties, is now busy 
working out the details for the furni- 
ture and other arrangements for his new 
rooms at the Court House. One feature 
of the new quarters will be small indi- 
vidual tables in the reading room. At 
present there is one large table in the 
centre of the room and two smaller ones 
at the sides. Dr. Wire’s idea is to have 
sixteen tables all facing one way. Each 
will be provided with a chair and elec- 
tric light, and it is believed that this ar- 
rangement will be found to be much 
more convenient for the lawyers who 
use the room than the present plan. 

The shelving capacity is to be greatly 
increased by the addition of metallic 
stacks, and what is now the reading 
room will be filled with law books, and 
the old equity room will be fitted up for 
a new reading room. The’ outfit when 
fully completed promises to compare fa- 
vorably with the best of its kind in the 
State. The law library Is located in the 
annex of the old building, and will not 
be disturbed until the balance of the 
work is completed, so that it will be six 
or eight months before the new library 
is ready for use. 

The card catalogue of the 19,000 books 
in the library is more than half com- 
pleted, but it will be some months before 
it Is ready for use. 

The bar association of Haverhill hel@ 
memorial services recently in memory of 
the late Judge Henry Carter of that city. 
The exercises were held at the Haverhill 
District Court rooms and were attended 
by nearly all the lawyers of Haverhill, 
and by many from other parts of the 
country. 

On behalf of the local bar association, 
E. B. George, clerk of courts, presented 
the court with an elegant portrait of the 
deceased judge. Mr. George made felic- 
itous remarks in the course of which he 
said: ‘During my long career as clerk of 
the police court I can recall no unkind 
word or act. I was always assured of his 
confidence and support, and the ties be- 
tween us became closer and closer as the 
years went by.” 


MICHIGAN. 


The third annual convention of probate 
judges of the State was held at the Court 
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House at Saginaw on Oct. 3, F. M. Wil- 
liams, of Allegan, president of the asso- 
ciation, presiding. The following judges 
were present: F. H. Willlams, Allegan; 
F. S. Porter, Lansing; John Maxwell, 
Isabella; Thomas Patterson, Pontiac; J. 
H. Canfield, Harrison; T. L. Wolcott, 
Port Huron; EB. 8. Huff, Lapeer; W. A. 
Lane, Marshall; A. E. Dunbar, Monroe; 
§. P. Speier, Mt. Clemens; A. M. Davis, 
Howell; J. T. Hammond, Jackson; H. L. 
Watson, Reed City; J. E. White, Kala- 
mazoo; H. D. Jewell, Grand Rapids; H. 
§, Maynard, Charlotte, and C, L. Thomp- 
gon, Bad Axe. 

An address was delivered by the presi- 
dent upon the responsibilities of Probate 
Courts. He discussed the legislation that 
has been accomplished and scored the 
last legislature somewhat for its failure 
to pass certain measures which the as- 
sociation deemed of importance. He was 
followed by the report of Judge F. 8. 
Porter, of Ingham, secretary and treas- 
urer. Judge Speier, of Macomb, read an 
interesting paper on “‘Recent Changes in 
Probate Law,” being a resume of all the 
acts of the legislature which in any way 
affected the Probate Courts. His paper 
was followed by a discussion, which 
brought out several points of interest to 
members. Judge Hammond, of Jackson, 
took up the subject of “Application of 
New Rules,” which was followed by dis- 
cussion, after which adjournment was 
taken until 9 o'clock the following morn- 
ing. 

In the evening the members of the con- 
vention were invited to attend the ban- 
quet of the Saginaw County Bar Assocla- 
tion at the East Saginaw Club. The an- 
nual banquet was largely attended, the 
probate judges attending the convention 
being the guests of honor. An address 
of welcome was delivered by President 
John M. Brooks, of the bar association, 
which was responded to by President 
Williams. of the Probate Judges’ Associ- 
ation. Songs and toasts followed the bill 
of fare. Attorney General Oren discussed 
the legislative branch. of government; 
John C. Weadock, of Bay City, ‘The 
American Lawyer,” and Hon. Watts S. 
Humphrey, of this city, “Trial Courts; 
Their Powers and Duties,” and Judge of 
Probate Durfee, of Wayne county, “The 
Probate Courts as the Guardian of Mi- 
nors and Incompetents.”’ 

MINNESOTA. 


The Hennepin County Bar Association 
has appointed a committee to confer with 
Judge McGee regarding the action of cer- 
tain attorneys who have been advertis- 
ing expeditious and cheap divorces, with 
a view of disciplining the offenders. The 
bar association will make a thorough in- 
vestigation of the, charges against the 
attorneys who are represented as being 
at the head of the various advertising 
bureaus. 

MISSISSIPPI. 


At a meeting of the Hattiesburg Bar 
Association, held on the evening of Oct. 
6, Chancellor N. C. Hill was unanimously 
indorsed and recommended for reappoint- 
ment as chancellor judge for the Second 
District of that body. A petition will be 
circulated in Chancellor Hill’s behalf. 


MISSOURI. 


The St. Joseph Bar Association met 
on the evening of Oct. 7 at 8 o’clock in 
Judge Woodson’s court room. In the ab- 
sence of the president, Mr. H. K. White, 
Mr. Vinton Pike presided. About forty- 
five members were present. Mr. White 
sent in his resignation as president. It 
was referred to a committee and will be 
acted upon at the next meeting. 

The secretary of the association made 
a verbal report, stating that the incor- 
Poration of the association had been 
effected, and a committee was appointed 
to draft by-laws to be submitted to the 
association at the next meeting. 


NEW JERSEY. 


The members of the bar of Camden 
county met at the Court House recently 
and eulogized the late William H, Car- 
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son, Judge Garrison presided. The fol- 
lowing minute was adopted and ordered 
by Judge Garrison to be placed upon the 
court records: 

On the twelfth day of August, 1899, 
William Henry Carson, a member of this 
bar and the Assistant Prosecutor of the 
Pleas of Camden county, suddenly died. 

Mr. Carson was admitted as an attor- 
ney at the November term, 1894, of the 
Supreme Court and as a counselor at 
the November term, 1897. He was a 
graduate of Johns Hopkins University 
and of the Law Department of Harvard 
University and he brought to the pratice 
of his profession wide culture and schol- 
astic attainments. He exhibited an un- 
usual amount of intent and energy in the 
pursuit of the study and the practice of 
the law. His services as an instructor 
in the law were sought by more than 
one prominent law school; and he was at 
the time of his death engaged in the 
Law Department of the University of 
Pennsylvania as a lecturer. 

His career was bright with promise 
and it was confidentially expected of him 
that in his chosen profession he would 
make a mark alike creditable to himself 
and to the bar of which he was a mernber. 

The tragedy of his death shocked the 
whole community and especially his 
brethren at the bar. We desire to bear 
tribute to his manliness, to his unswerv- 
ing integrity, to his high ideals and to 
his devotion to our bar. As a public 
official he added to his ability faithful 
and conscientious discharge of every 
duty. 

It is the desire of the bar of the county 
of Camden to place on record in the min- 
utes of the courts this tribute to his 
memory. 


NEW YORK. 


A meeting of the Rochester Bar As- 
sociation was held recently in the Su- 
preme Court Room for the purpose of 
taking action on the death of Judge 
George F. Danforth. Justice Davy pre- 
sided. The following resolutions were 
adopted: 

The distinguished career of George F. 
Danforth ended in this court house, im- 
mediately at the close of an argument 
before the Supreme Court, which he had 
made with his usual energy and ability. 

It is meet that we put on record a few 
words in his memory. George F. Dan- 
forth practiced his profession in this 
city for more than thirty years, and 
until he took his seat on the bénch of the 
Court of Appeals on the first of January, 
1879. He continued a member of that 
court until Dec. 31, 1898, when, having 
passed the age of seventy years, he was 
retired under the provisions of the con- 
stitution. He returned to his beautiful 
home in this city and resumed his pro- 
fession only to such an extent as was 
enjoyable to him. 

Judge Danforth, as a practicing law- 
yer, was remarkable for untiring indus- 
try in preparation for trial or argument, 
and the skill and ability with which he 
could present his client’s case to court or 
jury. His learning and ability as a judge 
are shown in his opinions published in the 
reports of the Court of Appeals; and it 
is safe to say that he maintained equal 
rank with the other members of that 
high tribunal. His learning was by no 
means confined to knowledge of the law; 
he had a large acquaintance with general 
literature, in which he found recreation 
from professional and judicial labors. 

In his family relations he was a de- 
lightful companion, and in his intercourse 
with his professional brehren he was 
considerate and kind. 

His death brings to a close a long life 
of honorable devotion to the private and 
public interests with which he was 
charged. He lived respected by all who 
knew him; he died full of years and 
honors, a good man, and rreurned by all. 

William F. Cogswell read a letter from 
Judge Husbands, a former member of 
the Court of Appeals and a warm per- 
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filled with the highest praises of the 
great jurist’s capabilities as a judge and 
his character as a man. 

The following committees were ap- 
pointed: For presentation of memorial 
to the Court of Appeals, Walter S. Hub- 
bell, George F. Yeoman, Fred Whittlesey, 
E. B. Fenner and Edward Harris. 

To attend the funeral: County Judge 
Arthur E. Sutherland, Justice William E. 
Werner, J. A. Stull, Thomas Raines, J. 
W. Stebbins. 

The committee which prepared the res- 
olutions was composed of Edward Har- 
ris, W. F. Cogswell, W. S. Hubbell and 
Fred Whittlesey. 


OHIO. 


Trumbull County’s Law Library Asso- 
ciation was organized on Oct. 2. H. E. 
Stewart, Charles Fillius, J. N. Cowdey, J. 
E. Pickering and E. E. Roberts were 
elected trustees. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


The Lackawanna Bar Association met 
at 11.50 o’clock on Oct. 6 at its room in 
the court house to give expression to its 
sorrow over the death of Attorney W. J. 
Tracy. 

James H. Torrey called the meeting to 
order and spoke briefly in praise of the 
deceased. 

Judge Archbald nominated Mr. Torrey 
for chairman, and he was unanimously 
chosen. Mr. Carpenter was elected sec- 
retary. 

Charles L. Hawley spoke of his own 
acquaintanceship with the deceased and 
of the host of friends who would mourn 
the untimely death of Mr. Tracy. He 
was one of the most genial and compan- 
ionable of men and was fidelity itself to 
his friends. In a business way, Mr. Haw- 
ley said, it fell to his lot to have fre- 
quent relations with Mr. Tracy, and he 
could truthfully say that in those rela- 
tions he was the soul of promptitude, en- 
ergy and business integrity. The speak- 
er deemed it proper to express apprecia- 
tion of the services of the Edward Thom- 
son Publishing Company of Long Island, 
which, on Jearning of Mr. Tracy’s phys- 
ical condition, had so arranged matters 
as to make a place for him at Denver, 
Colo., by which arrangement his useful- 
ness to his family was prolonged. He 
was an affectionate husband, a good citi- 
zen, a good lawyer and a faithful friend. 

George Taylor stated that he was one 
of the attorneys who had met Mr. Tracy 
when he first came to Scranton, and he 
could indorse all that Mr. Hawley had 
said. He knew him when he -was in the 
office of Alderman De Long, knew him as 
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a true gentleman, courteous and oblig- 
ing always, and exact, prompt and busi- 
nesslike in his affairs. 

Mr. Taylor moved that a committee of 
three be appointed to draft resolutions of 
condolence. The motion prevailed, and 
Messrs. Hawley, Taylor and Judge 
Knapp were appointed. 

While they were preparing the resolu- 
tions Major Warren spoke feelingly of 
the deceased, of his fortitude and cheer- 
fulness in the very face of death; of his 
work in Honesdale and in this city; of 
his military life; his ability as a lawyer, 
and particularly in the investigation of 
titles. Had his life been spared he would 
have developed into a lawyer that the 
bar would have been proud of in after 
years. 

Mr. Hawley now reported for the com- 
mittee as follows: 

Resolution. 

At a meeting of the members of the 
Lackawanna Bar Association, held at the 
court house in the city of Scranton on 
the 7th day of October, 1899, to take ac- 
tion upon the death of William J. Tracy, 
Esq., late a member of the bar of said 
county, it was unanimously 

Resolved, That in the death of William 
J. Tracy the members of the bar of Lack- 
awanna County sustain the loss of an 
able and gifted lawyer, with whom they 
have been associated for many years, and 
whose untimely death they greatly de- 
plore. * * * We put upon record here 
our appreciation of the many noble 
qualities which our late brother pos- 

He was courteous, obliging and 
kind hearted, and we realize that a pleas- 
ant associate, companion and friend has 
been taken from us. * * * We extend 
our sympathy to‘his widow at this time 
of her deep bereavement in her loss of an 
affectionate and faithful husband, and 
We recognize that while our loss has 
been great, hers has been still greater. 

Joseph C. Sibley has given to the Bar 
Association of Venango County his entire 
collection of law books, consisting of 1,000 
volumes. 

TEXAS. 


Austin, Tex.—The general attorneys of 
all the principal railroads of Texas held 
a@ secret conference at Austin on the 
evening of Oct. 13 and discussed the 
question of franchise assessment of the 
railroad properties of the State, which 
has been inaugurated by the several 
counties of the State. It was decided to 
fight this new form of taxation to the 
end. 

At a regular meeting of the Dallas Bar 
Association, held in the court room of the 
Forty-fourth Judicial District Court on 
the morning of Oct. 2, 1899, the commit- 
tee appointed to draft resolutions of re- 
Spect on the death of Judge A. S. La- 
throp, through its chairman, Judge J. D. 
Thomas, presented the following resolu- 
tions: 

Judge A. S. Lathrop was born in the 
State of Ohio and moved to the State of 
Texas in 1882 and began the practice of 
faw at Brazoria. He was educated at 
Miami University, Ohio. He was stricken 
with paralysis on the morning of Sept. 
21, 1899, and died on the afternoon of the 
25th, being then 70 years of age. He 
never fully recovered consciousness after 
the attack. His first law partner was his 
brother-in-law, Hon. A. P. McCormick. 
He was a member of the Texas Legis- 
lature in 1876 from Brazoria County. He 
came to Dallas to live in 1879, and re- 
newed the practice of law with the la- 
mented Judge Zinori Hunt as his partner. 
He at different times occupied the bench 
of the court as special judge in some of 
the most important and difficult litigation 
on the docket. He was for years stand- 
ing Master in Chancery of the Federal 
Court, and it is but a just tribute to his 
high character as a lawyer to say that 
in no single instance in the many impor- 
tant and intricate cases referred to him 
has ever his finding as to the law been 
overruled by the court. 

He was singularly gentle and persuas- 
ive in his manner, and he was courtesy 
itself to his brother lawyers and to the 





court. It was something closely akin to 
sunshine to pass him on the street and 
to be the recipient of his ever genial 
greeting. In his conduct and dealings 
with his fellow men and in all that per- 
tains to the best and kindly relations of 
life he had no superior. He was char- 
itable to the last degree. Therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the Dallas Bar Associa- 
tion, here assembled, that in the death of 
Judge A. 8S, Lathrop the bar has lost one 
of its ablest and most faithful members, 
one whose life in our midst spread lustre 
on the profession he so loved and adored, 
and whose name deserves and will re- 
ceive the kindest remembrance of his 
brother lawyers of the Dallas bar. That 
as a man and as a citizen in all the walks 
of life he held the esteem and good will 
of all who knew him. 

That we tender to his family our sin- 
cere sympathy in this the hour of be- 
reavement. 

That the various courts of the city be 
requested to spread these resolutions 
upon their minutes, and that a copy be 
furnished to his family by the secretary 
of this association, and one also be fur- 
nished the city papers for publication. 

J. Thomas, 

Edward Gray, 

Philip Lindsey, 
Committee. 

The president then appointed Judge J. 
D. Thomas to present the resolutions to 
the Federal Court, Judge J. C. Muse to 
present them to the Forty-fourth Judic- 
ial District Court, John W. George to the 
Fourteenth Judicial District Court, Philip 
Lindsey to the Court of Civil Appeals, 
Judge A. T. Watts to the Court of Crim- 
inal Appeals and E. A. Firmin to the 
County Court. 

_ Mr. W. B. Gano presided at the meet- 
ing of the association and Mr. Harry L. 
VIRGINIA. 


A meeting of the State Bar Association 
was held at the association rooms in the 
City Hall, Richmond, on the afternoon 
of Oct. 14, the president, Mr. James 
Lewis Anderson, presiding. The meet- 
ing was of unusual interest and was 
largely attended. 

A motion was made and carried that 
the Committee on Amendments of the 
Law be instructed to confer with and as- 
sist the members of the Legislature from 
Richmond to have the jury law amended 
so far as applicable to the city of Rich- 
mond, in such a manner as the judges of 
the city courts and the members of the 
said committee may think proper. 

Mr. Jackson Guy moved that the presi- 
dent appoint a committee of five to make 
appropriate preparations for John Mar- 
shall day, Feb. 4, 1900, the committee to 
confer with a similar committee from the 
State Bar Association, and to report at 
the next meeting of the association. 

Probably the most important step 
taken by the association was the adop- 
tion of a resolution expressing as the 
sense of the association that the Finance 
Committee be requested to place lawyers 
in five classes, proportioned to their in- 
come, and tax them accordingly. The 
association also suggested the appoint- 
ment of a committee of three by the 
president, to confer with the Finance 
Committee of the city of Richmond if 
the Finance Committee were in doubt as 
to the class in which any practicing 
lawyer should be placed. 

It was decided at this meeting that 
there would be no banquet this year, as 
the Bar Association will endeavor to 
make John Marshall day an event. 


THE BAR AT LARGE. 


PERSONAL AND PARTNERSHIP NOTES 


NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


CONNECTICUT. 
Bridgeport.—Samuel C. Shaw, who has 
been in the office of Banks & Hincks, has 
opened an office in the Sanford Building. 
Hartford.—George J. Stoner has opened 
a office at Room 52, Sage & Allen Build- 
ng. 
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Norwalk.—Henry W. Gregory was 
elected judge of probate by a majority in 
the Norwalk district of 760 over his Re. 
publican opponent, Josiah R. Marvin, 
Norwalk gave him 743 majority; South 
Norwalk, 40; Wilton, 28. East Norwalk 
gave Mr. Marvin 50 majority, and New 
Canaan one majority. 

Stamford.—George P. Rowell, who re. 
cently dissolved partnership with Judge 
N. C. Downs, has opened office rooms in 
the Burlington Arcade. 

MAINE. 

Bangor.—D. Benson Young has opened 
an office in the Larrabee Building, Ham- 
mond street and West Market Square, 
in the suite formerly occupied by Ward- 
well & Blanchard. 

Machias.—J. W. Leathers has formed 
a co-partnership with W. R. Pattangall 
under the name of Pattangall & Leath- 
ers. 

Portland.—A. W. Tolman has opened 
an office in the Y. M. C. A. Building. 

Rockland.—Miss Helen A. Knowlton, 
who enjoys the reputation of being the 
only female lawyer in Maine, has opened 
an office in Spofford Block, occupying the 
quarters recently vacated by Mrs. Helen 
Clarke Rhodes. 

Skowhegan.—George W. Gower, of this 
town, has been admitted to practice in 
the United States Circuit Court of Maine. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Boston.—The following have been de- 
clared entitled to be admitted to the Bar. 
A large number of them were recently 
qualified in the Supreme Court, Morton, 
J., presiding: Essex S. Abbott of Haver- 
hill, Horace S. Bacon of Lowell, Hartford 
Beaumont of Boston, Oren C. Boothby of 
Boston, Charles Borland of Cambridge, 
Eden Kirk Bowser of Wakefield, Israel 
Brayton of Fall River, Stephen L. Breed 
of Lynn. Alexander H. Bullock of Wor- 
cester, James F. Burke of North Easton, 
Harry A. Buzzell of Springfield, Grosven- 
or Calkins of Newton, Clifton B. Car- 
berry of Hyde Park, John Comerford of 
Boston, John L. S. Connolly of Somer- 
ville, Theobald M. Connor of Northamp- 
ton. Louis 8. Cox of Boston, Thomas Cra- 
fer of Boston, Matthew A. Cregg of Law- 
rence, Charles Dickinson of Cohasset. 
Harold G. Donham of Cambridge, James 
P. Doran of New Bedford, James A. Dor- 
sey of Boston, Rogers Dow of Revere, 
Stanley W. C. Downey of Boston, Elbert 
H. Dwinell of Cambridge, Chase East- 
man of Cambridge, Theodore Eaton of 
Wakefield, Edward P. Fay of Springfield, 
Edward Fisher of Westford, John N. 
Fleisher of Boston, Archibald D. Flower 
of Ashfield, Francis B. Fox of Taunton, 
Charles S. French of Boston, Henry H. 
Fuller of Lancaster, :Arthur P. Gay of 
Boston, John E. Gilman, Jr., of Boston, 
Eugene A. Gilmore of Cambridge, Albert 
A. Ginzberg of Boston, George N. God- 
dard of Boston, Frank A. Goodwin of 
Boston, Ethelbert V. Grabill of Cam- 
bridge, Alford M. Graham of Somerville. 
Damon E. Hall of Williamstown, Lester 
W. Hall of Boston, James E. Handrahan 
of Brockton, Arthur Harrington of Bos- 
ton, Joseph D. A. Healey of Lynn, Alfred 
H. Hildreth of Cambridge, Bert E. Hol- 
land of Malden, Edward J. Holmes of 
Boston, Albert S. Howard of Lowell. 
John F. Hurley of Boston, Wayland V. 
James of Springfield, E. Bert Johnson of 
Worcester, John C. Johnston of Boston, 
James H. Kenney of Boston, Henry F. 
Knight of Boston, Joseph H. Knight of 
Pittsfield, Charles W. Lavers of Somer- 
ville, David A. Lourie of Chelsea, Fred- 
erick J. Macleod of Cambridge, James P. 
Magenis of Boston, James E. Maguire of 
Boston, Abram V. Mann of Boston, Ed- 
mund R. Mansfield of Boston, Thomas D. 
McCloskey of Somerville, John W. Mc- 
Cormack of Brookline, John H. McDon- 
ough of Boston, Joseph A. McDonough of 
Hyde Park, John F. McGrath of Fitch- 
burg, John R. McHugh of Boston, Thom- 
as W. McKie of Boston, Melvin G. Morse 
of Boston, Guy Murchie of Cambridge, 
John P. Murphy of Peabody John L. 
Newell of Brookline, Michael F. O’Con- 
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nell of Fitchburg, John J. O’Connor of 
Boston, John G. Palfrey of Belmont, 
Munson D. Pardee of Worcester, Henry 
B. Patrick of Newton, Oscar E. Pease of 
Boston, William 8. Pond of Milford, Dan- 
jel J. Prendergast of Boston, Harry A. 
Ramsdell of Andover, P. Joseph Reddy of 
Newburyport, Samuel O. Reinstein of 
Boston, Moses I. F. Reuben of Boston, 
George A. Rockwell of Boston, William 
Cc. Rogers of Boston, John W. Rorke of 
Boston, Thomas H. Russell, 2nd, of Bos- 
ton, Francis M. Ryder of Boston, Harry 
Cc. Sawyer of Fitchburg, George A. Seig- 
liano of Boston, John H, Sheedy of Sa- 
lem, Henry Siskind of Boston, John L. 
Sheehan of Cambridge, Thomas F. Shee- 
han of Lynn, Frederick L, Silberstein of 
Boston, Francis E. Slattery of Boston, 
Fitz-Henry Smith, Jr., of Boston, Frank- 
lin E. Smith of Newton, Rufus Bates 
Sprague of Boston, Harry F. Stevens of 
Marlborough, Richard J. Talbot of 
Greenfield, Henry Holmes Thayer of 
Worcester, George H. Tinkham of Bos- 
ton, Frank A. Torrey of Groton, Arthur 
C. Train of Boston, Alton F. Tupper of 
Fitchburg, Edward 8S. Underwood of 
Newburyport, Robert Walcott of Cam- 
bridge, Harry ©. Warren of Boston, Jo- 
seph E. Warren of Foxboro, Walter A. 
Webster of Boston, Merrill A. Welcker of 
South Hadley, George J. A. Weller of 
Boston, Thomas Weston, Jr., of Newton, 
Howard M. Whiting of Great Barrington, 
Frank M. Whitman of Boston, Howell T. 
Wood of Boston, Ernest W. Woodside of 
Boston and Lewis Young of Mansfield. 

Barre.—John W. Mawbey, who recent- 
ly succeeded to the law practice of Mor- 
gan & Stewart, has formed a business 
partnership with E. Bert Johnson of 
Worcester, a graduate of Boston Uni- 
versity. The firm will also conduct a 
Worcester office in the State Mutual 
Building and one of them will be at the 
Barre office. 

Boston.—John R. Poor has opened an 
office here. 

Boston.—Daniel F. Buckley, who was 
Surveyor of the Port previous to J. J. 
McCarthy, has resumed the practice of 
law in Boston and has opened an office in 
the Tremont Building. 


Charlestown.—John O’Connor has 
opened an office in the Roughan Building. 

Clinton.—S, A. Longley has opened an 
office in the Bank Block. 

Fall River.—Goyv. Wolcott has nominat- 
ed James F. Jackson of this place to the 
position on the Railroad Commission va- 
cated by the Hon. John E. Sanford. 

Lawrence.—Perley D. Smith and John 
S. Lynch have removed from the Essex 
Bank Building. 

Salem.—John H. Sheedy has opened an 
office in the Cate Block, 

Springfield.—Hdward P. Fay has 
opened an office in the Court Square 
Theatre Block. 

Worcester.—Alexander H. Bullock has 
opened an office on the fourth floor of the 
State Mutual Building. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Hilisborough.—T. G. Robbins 
opened an office in Baker’s Block. 

Portsmouth.—S. Peter Emery has re- 
moved from room 6 to rooms 8 and 9, 
Franklin Block. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Central Falls.—Gov. Dyer has appoint- 
ed Ambrose Choquet as Judge of the 
Eleventh Judicial District, to succeed the 
late Frederick N. Goff. 


VERMONT. 
Middlebury.—Ira H. LaFleur has been 
admitted to practice in the United States 
Circuit and District courts, 
Middlebury.—W. H. Bliss has been ap- 
pointed by Gov. E. C. Smith probate 
judge for the District of Addison County 
for the unexpired term ending Dec, 1, 
1900. He has entered upon his duties, and 
will occupy the probate office in the 
court hose 
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MIDDLE STATES. 
DELAWARE. 
Wilmington.—Baldwin Springer has re- 
moved his office from the Equitable 
Bulding to 838 Market street. 

NEW YORK. 

Gov. Roosevelt on Oct. 7 announced the 
designation of Judge William H. Adams 
of the Seventh Judicial 
Presiding Justice of the Appellate Divi- 
sion of the Fourth Department from Jan. 
1 next, to succeed Presiding Justice Har- 
din, whose term of office will have ex- 
pired by limitation. 

Bainbridge.—The firm of W. B. Mat- 
terson and Julien C. Scott has been dis- 
solved, the senior member going to Nor- 
wich to reside. Mr. Scott will follow his 
profession in Bainbridge, occupying his 
present rooms in the Prince Block. 

Batavia.—Martin Brown has moved his 
office to the Postoffice Building. 

Dunkirk.—Tax Commissioner Martin 
Heermance having tendered his resigna- 
tion as one of fhe State Board of Tax 
Commissioners, Gov. Roosevelt has se- 
lected Lester F. Stearns of Dunkirk, for- 
merly district attorney of Chautauqua 
County, to fill this vacancy. 

Dunkirk.—Albert E. Nugent has re- 
moved his office from 201 Central avenue 
to a suite of rooms over A. H. Whitney’s 
store. 

Fulton.—Frederick G. Spencer has _ re- 
moved his office to the Aubrey Block, 
corner of Cayuga and Second streets. 

Glens Falls.—Charles F. King has 
formed a co-partnership with Potter & 
Kellogg, the well known law firm of 
Glens Falls. The firm name will here- 
after be Potter, Kellogg & King. 

Griffin Corners.—Joel L. Keator has 
moved his office to the second floor of the 
Lasher Block. 

Newburg.—The law firm of Headley, 
McClung & Witschief has been dissolved, 
Mr. Headley will occupy his present of- 
fice until Jan. 1, and Messrs. McClung 
and Witschief will retain their suite of 
offices adjoining in the Lynch Building 
on Second street. The old firm name will 
be retained for the present, but what the 
change will be after Jan. 1 cannot at 
present be told with certainty. 

Port Jervis.—Ex-Judge J. Rider Cady 
and Allen W. Corwin have formed a co- 
partnership. 

Ripley.—Frank P. Whicher has opened 
an office here. 

Sag Harbor.—T. D. Dimon has opened 
an office here. 

Shreveport.—Allen. Rendall and Charles 
S. Gaines have formed a co-partnership, 
with offices at 518 Spring street. 

Syracuse.—Frank R. Walker, who was 
recently appointed librarian of the Ruger 
Law Library, has moved his office from 
the Kirk Building to the University 
Block, where the library is located. 

Syracuse.—John W. Sadler has opened 
an office at No. 517 Sedgwick, Andrews 
& Kennedy Building. Mr. Sadler has 
been in the office of Hiscock, Doheny, 
Williams & Cowie for the past two years. 

Syracuse.—T. Aaron Levy and James J. 
Barrett have formed a partnership and 
will occupy Room 314, in the Onondaga 
County Savings Bank Building. 

Syracuse,—A. W. Shaffer and H: P. 
Cady have formed a co-partnership. 

Watertown.—Loren <A. Harter and 
Archie C. Ryder have formed a co-part- 
nership under the firm name of Harter & 
Ryder. They will occupy the rooms in 
the bank building formerly occupied by 
V. K. Kellogg. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Allentown.—Leo Wise has opened an 
office in the suite of Hon. James L. 
Schaadt, second floor, No. 5386 Hamilton 
street. 

Bloomsburg.—Ex-County Superintend- 
ent W. C. Johnston has opened an office 


District as - 





in the Wells Building in the room former- 
ly occupied by Mrs. Crawford for a mil- 
linery store. 

Montrose.—Lott & Maxey, the well 
known attorneys, have dissolved part- 
nership, Mr. Maxey retiring. 

Troy.—Adelbert C. Fanning, Esq., a 
well known lawyer at Troy, has been ap- 
pointed by Gov. Stone to succeed the late 
Judge Benjamin M. Peck, in Bradford 
County. Mr. Fanning is 48 years of age. 
He was admitted to the bar in that coun- 
ty in 1874. In 1881 he was elected Dis- 
trict Attorney, and since his retirement 
from that office he has enjoyed a good 
practice at Troy. 


SOUTHERN STATES. 
ALABAMA. 


Geneva.—R. H. Walker, of Columbia, 
and H. H. Foster, of Geneva, have 
formed a partnership, with offices in Ge- 


neva. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Washington.—Announcement has been 
made of the following appointments: To 
be Associate Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia, Job 
Barnard; to be United States Attorney 
for the District of Columbia, Gen. 
Thomas A. Anderson; to be Register of 
Wills, Louis A. Dent, 

Washington.—The retirernent of Mr. 
Barnard to accept the appointment of 
Associate Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the District of Columbia, dissolves the 
law firm of Edwards & Barnard, com- 
yoo’ of James S. Edwards and Job Bar- 
nard. 


Clients are requested to confer with 
Mr. Edwards, who will continue the busi- 
ness and will retain the same offices at 
No. 500 Fifth street, N. W. 

FLORIDA. 


Lake City.—The finm of Roberson & 
Small, at Jasper, have secured rooms here 
in the Vinzant Block and will open a law 
office therein on Nov. 1. This firm is 
division counsel for the G. S. & F. Rail- 
way Company, and they open this office 
here for their greater convenience in 
their railway practice. Capt. Small will 
take charge. 

Lakeland.—Park M. Trammell 
opened an office here. 

Tampa.—The firm of Haris, Peples & 
Borchardt has been dissolved, the last 
named member retiring from the firm. 

GEORGIA. 

Atlanta.—W. H. Terrell and S. C. Tapp 
have formed a partnership under the 
style and firm name of W. H. Terrell & 
S. C. Tapp. Their offices will be located 
at 420, 421, 422, 423, 424 Kiser Building. 

Atlanta.—Comer Moore, for three years 
connected with the firm of Smith, Ham- 
mond & Smith, has given up his position 
with this firm and accepted one in the 
Office of the clerk of the United States 


Court. 
KENTUCKY. 

Madisonville.—The firm of Cox & Gor- 
don has been dissolved by mutual con- 
sent. 

Richmond.—Robert E. Roberts has 
opened an office here in the Moberley 
Building. 

Shelby City.—R. W. Hunn has opened 
an office here. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Natchez.—C. F, Engle has removed his 
office to 105 South Pearl street, over Par- 
dee’s drug store. 

TENNESSEE. 

Cookeville.—George H. Morgan, O. C. 
Conatser, Harrison Martin and John W. 
Wright have recently formed a law 
partnership, styled Morgan, Conatser & 
Co. 


has 


Knoxville.—F. B. Goodheart and Hon. 
Thomas A. R. Nelson have formed a 
co-partnership. 

Knoxville.—Gov, McMillin recently ap- 
pointed Samuel G. Shields, of Knoxville, 
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to be Associate Justice of the Supreme 
Court, pending the illness of Judge W. 
K. MoAlister, of this city. The appoint- 
ment was made upon the representation 
of Chief Justice D. L, Snodgrass, for the 
Supreme Bench, that Judge McAlister 
was unfitted by sickness to fulfill the 
function of his office. 

Nashville—Hon, W. H. Washington, 
Judge John T. Allen and J, Percy Rains 
have formed a partnership in the prac- 
tice of law, under the firm name of 
Washington, Allen & Rains. The firm 
will occupy rooms in the Steger Building. 

VIRGINIA. 


Charlottesville-—John S. White and W. 
F. Long have formed a co-partnership 
under the name of White & Long, with 
offices at 218 and 220 Court Square. 

Richmond.—Harry L. Watson and 
George N. Skipwith have formed a co- 
partnership with offices at 1103 Bank 
street, this city. 

——_ ~~ —  - 
CENTRAL STATES. 
ILLINOIS. 

Belleville-—The Belleville law firm of 
Merrills & Mooneyham has been dis- 
solved by mutual consent, Mr. Mooney- 
ham removing his office to Bast St. Louis, 
Mr.Merrills will remain in Belleville and 
will have his office at the old stand in 
the National Bank Buiding. 

Bloomington.—S. R. Bowen, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., has opened an office in 
this city at room 208 Griesheie Building. 
Mr, Bowen is the representative of the 
W. W. Corcoran estate, and has been 
sent West by the heirs to close up the 
interests, 


Chicago.—Owing to the retirement of 
Judge Donnelly from the firm of Pam, 
Donnelly & Glennon, the firm has been 
reorganized. William Calhoun takes the 
place of Judge Donnelly, and the firm 
will be known as Pam, Calhoun & Glen- 
non. Charles D. Clark and Clyde A. 
Morrison have been admitted as junior 
members. 


Chicago.—The firm of R. S. Ludington 
and W.Clyde Jones has beendissolved by 
mutual consent, and Mr. Ludington will 
occupy suite 914-915-916 in the Title & 
Trust Building. 

INDIANA, 


Bluffton.—G. A. Mason and D. C, R. 
Kocher have dissolved partnership and 
each of the members will soon leave the 
city, Mr. Mason removing to Montpelier 
and Mr. Kocher to Joplin, Mo. 

South Bend.—Congressman A. L. Brick 
and D. D. Bates have formed a partner- 
ship for the practice of law, and will oc- 
cupy Mr. Brick’s suite of rooms in the 
Odd Fellows’ Block. 

South Bend.—J. E. Neff has removed 
his office and is now located in rooms 3 
and 4 new Nippold Building, corner of 
Main street and Colfax avenue. 

South Bend.—E. A. Howard has re- 
moved his office to the Ostrander Art 
Building. 

IOWA. 


Cedar Rapids.—Hall & Watkins have 
dissolved partnership and Attorney Wat- 
kins is now located in Room 303, Cedar 
Rapids Savings Bank Building. 

Keokuk.—John P. Hornish has formed 
a partnership with J. A. Whetstone. They 
will do business under the name of 
Hornish & Whetstone. 

Red Oak.—M. Wyatt and B. F. Nall, 
graduates of the Law Department of 
Drake University, Des Moines, have lo- 
eated here. They are in partnership. 

MICHIGAN. 

Battle Creek.—The firm of Williams & 
Lockton, of Battle Creek, has been dis- 
solved after a co-partnership of a num- 
ber of years. They will both continue in 
the practice of law, however, and will oc- 
cupy the same offices they have previous- 
ly used, 

Bay City.—Devere Hall and James E. 
Brockway have formed a co-partnership, 








under the name of Hall & Brockway, 
with offices at 402 and 403 Phoenix Block. 

Bay City.—The firm of McDowell & 
Duffy has been formed, with offices at 
402-4 Crapo Block. 

Cassopolis,—The firm of Howell & Corr, 
of this village, said to be the oldest law 
firm in this State, has dissolved. Mr. 
Carr was last Spring elected Judge of 
this circuit, which has necessitated the 
dissolution of the partnership, 


Coldwater.—C. N. Legg has removed 
his office to the rooms vacated by Justice 
Cc. F. Howe, who gces to Virginia. 

Detroit.—The firm of Bacon & Palmer, 
composed of Elbridge T. Bacon and Jona- 
than Palmer, Jr., has been dissolved. Mr, 
Bacon has opened an office at 71 Ham- 
mond Building. Mr. Palmer will retain 
the suite of offices formerly occupied by 
the firm at No, 63 Moffat Building. 

Muskegon.—Turner & Turner have re- 
moved to the Lawrence Block. 


MINNESOTA. 


Marshall.—The firm of Mathews & Pat- 
terson has made arrangements whereby 
Mr. G. DeWitt Hedding has become a 
member of the firm, Mr. Hedding is a 
graduate of the law department of the 
State University, and comes to Marshall 
from Minneapolis, where he practiced his 
profession one year and a half. He is 
the local attorney for the Great Northern 
Railroad at this place. 

MISSOURI. 

Marceline.—Daniel McLaughlin has 
opened an office here, in the Van Dyke 
Building. 


Joplin.—Hon, James R. Waddill, late of 
St. Louis, has opened an office in room 
28 of the Office Building. He represented 
Jasper County in the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, this county then being a part of 
the old Sixth District. 

OHIO. 

Canton.—W. H. Rowlen has moved his 
office to the room occupied by Attorney 
Lorin C. Wise. 

Columbus.—Gov. Bushnell has accepted 
the resignation of Judge E. B, King, as 
a member of the Circuit bench, and ap- 
pointed Judge Linn W. Hull, of the Erie 
County Common Pleas Bench, to the va- 
cancy. 

New Philadelphia.—Gov. Bushnell has 
appointed Enos S. Souers, of New Phila- 
delphia, a judge of the Common Pleas 
bench, to succeed Judge Fletcher Dout- 
hitt, deceased. 

Youngstown.—John Schlarb has rented 
part of the office of Ensign Brown, in 
the Maloney Block. 


WISCONSIN. 


Oshkosh.—J. C. Kerwin, of Neenah; M, 
C, Phillips, E. R. Hicks and C, D. Cleve- 
land, Jr., of Oshkosh, have formed a co- 
partnership for the general practice of 
law, under the firm name of Kerwin, 
Phillips, Hicks & Cleveland, at Oshkosh, 
with offices in the Cook Block. 


Milwaukee.—Edwin F. J. Goldsmith 
has severed his connection with the firm 
of Nath. Pereles & Sons and will pursue 
practice under his own name in this city. 

West Superior.—Ross, Dwyer & Han- 
itch have removed their offices from the 
First National Bank to the fourth floor 
of the Hammond Block. 


WESTERN STATES. 
COLORADO, 


Denver.—Geo. L. Hodges,. D. Edgar 
Wilson and Wm. V. Hodges have formed 
a partnership, and will do business un- 
der the firm name of Hodges, Wilson & 
Hodges, with offices in the Ernest & 
Cranmer Building. 


Denver.—The firm of Hall, Bryant, Lee 
& Babbitt, Charles S. Thomas, advisory 
counsel, became non est recently. Last 
March the firm of Thomas, Bryant & Lee 
joined fortunes with Mr. Hall, of Colora- 
do Springs, and adopted the lengthy 
name first mentioned, conducting two of- 









fices, one here and the other at the 
Springs. This was soon found to be im. 
practicable, and the Springs office was 
dropped, The firm has now resumed its 
former title of Thomas, Bryant & Lee. 


Greeley.—The firm of Edwards & Car. 
penter, composed of A. M. Edwards ang 
Delphus E. Carpenter, have opened of. 
fices in the Opera House Block. 


KANSAS, 

Troy.—The firm of Webb & Bowers has 
dissolved, The business intrusted to them 
will be completed by the firm, the same 
as if no dissolution had _ taken place, 
Judge Webb has opened an office in the 
Boder Block, opposite the Bank of Troy, 


MONTANA. 


Anaconda.—C. W. Robinson has openeg 
an office here in the Hefferlin Mercantile 
Company’s building. 

NEBRASKA. 

Omaha.—Harlan & Cohn is the name of 
a new firm which has taken offices in 
the Pioneer building, South Omaha. It is 
composed of N. V. Harlan of York, Neb., 
and H. L. Cohn of Lake City, Colo. 


Ponca.—J. A. Foerste of Southern Ne- 
braska has associated himself with J. w. 
Hench, present county attorney, and F. 
A. McMasters of Sioux City, who has 
purchased the law business of A. E 
Barnes. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 

Bathgate.—A. E. Coger has opened an 
office with J. Morton. 

Jamestown.—The partnership of M. 
Conklin and James A. Murphy has been 
dissolved and Mr. Murphy continues the 
business as heretofore. Mr. Conklin 
withdraws from the firm to devote his 
entire time to the business of the North- 


ern Pacific Railway, for which he is local 
attorney. 


WASHINGTON. 


Seattle.—A new'firm has been estab- 
lished in Seattle, consisting of State Sen- 
ator W. W. Wilshire and A. H. Kenaga, 
formerly a citizen of Ohlo. The firm has 
offices in the New York Block. 


Seattle—A partnership has _ been 
formed by D. C. Conover and Horace A. 
Wilson, under the firm name of Conover 
& Wilson. Mr. Conover has for several 
years past been connected with the well 
— firm of Ballinger, Ronald & Bat- 

e. 


—_—_——__—Ddeoge --—-— 


CANADA. 

L’Original (Ont.).—The firm of Con- 
stantineau & Lawlor of this place has 
been dissolved and Mr. P. A. C. Larosse, 
barrister, of Ottawa, is taking the place 
of the latter. The firm will now be 
known as Canstantineau & Larosse. Mr. 
Lawlor, we understand, will continue 
business alone. 


Toronto.—An alteration is announced in 
the firm of Vickers & Parker, Mr. Parker 
retiring and opening offices in suite No. 
7, York Chambers. Mr. Vickers will con- 
tinue in the old offices of the firm, suite 
No. 18, York Chambers. 

Toronto.—Mr. Masten, of the firm of 
Messrs. Watson, Smoke & Masten, and 
Mr. Spence, of the firm of Messrs. Mearns 
& Spence, have dissolved their connection 
with those firms and formed a new part- 
nership. They have opened offices at 
room 58, Canada Life building, King 
street west, under the firm name of 
Messrs. Masten & Spence. 





PUERTO RICO. 


San Juan.—The firm of Odlin & Pettin- 
gill has been dissolved by the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Pettingill as Presiding 
Judge of the new United States Court. 
The latter is made up of Mr. Pettingill, 
who is a graduate of Bowdoin, 1883, Bos- 
ton University Law School 1886, and who 
practiced twelve years in Tampa, F'a., 
and came here last November; Mr. Kee- 


dy, the prosecuting attorney, a graduate 
of the University of Pennsylvania, who 
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practiced for nine years at Hagerstown, 
Md., and the two Associate Judges, both 
majors in the Fifth Cavalry. The latter 
decide questions of fact, the law nee 
passing only on law points, except in the 
possible event of a disagreement between 
the two Associates, 
we ee 


THE NEW YORK CITY BAR. 


Matters of Interest to Attorneys Prac- 
ticing Within the Limits of 
Greater New York. 

(New York city attorneys are requested to send 
notices of change of address, organization and 


dissolution of partnerships, etc., for insertion. 
No charge Is made.—Ed.) 


H. Macleod Johnston. 

H. Macleod Johnston, a well known 
member of the junior bar, has opened 
new offices recently at 52 William street, 
Manhattan, in conjunction with N. A. 
McBride and H. Gerald Chapin. 

George C. Hendrickson, 


George C. Hendrickson has removed his 
city office from 164 Montague street, 
Brooklyn, to 7 Pine street, Manhattan. 

The Wit of Mr. Towns. 


The Eagle Savings & Loan Company 
brought an action against Jennie Sam 
uels to foreclose a mortgage and the 
case was carried to the Appellate Divi- 
sion, which on Oct. 3 handed down a de- 
cision affirming, with costs, the judgment 
entered in favor of the plaintiff at Special 
Term. Mirabeau L. Towns, who appeared 
for the defendant on the trial and on the 
argument before the Appellate Division, 
endeavored to show that the promises of 
the Eagle Company were fairy stories 
and could not possibly come true. Jus- 
tice Cullen, who writes the opinion, says 
“the main argument of counsel is but an 
argument against the economic value of 
building associations generally. Mr. 
Towns’ brief is witty and clever, and 
were the question of the general advan- 
tages and benefits of the associations 
like the plaintiff under consideration be- 
fore a body where the discussion of grave 
questions must be relieved by some play 
of wit and fancy, the brief might be effi- 
cacious, and secure for counsel a more 
attentive hearing than a dry, logical ar- 
gument. It is wide of the mark before a 
judicial tribunal.” 

Sault Against Judge McCarthy. 


Judge John Henry McCarthy, of the 
City Court, has allowed a judgment to 
be entered against him in the Supreme 
Court for $891.44 in favor of Zelema Wall. 

This action was based upon two prom- 
issory notes, for $412 each, which Judge 
McCarthy made on Oct. 25, 1898, during 
his political campaign, and when he was 
a candidate for re-election to the bench 
of the City Court. The notes were in- 
dorsed over to Eugene Mignot, and be- 
came payable on Dec. 26 last, at the resi- 
dence of Judge McCarthy, No. 135 West 
120th street. They were not paid at the 
time fixed. 

Judge McCarthy was very ill for sev- 
eral months after his election, and it was 
not until May 3 last that he was served 
with the summons in the action at the 
City Court by Grace G. Gaylor. He put 
in no defense to the claim, which was as- 
signed to Zelema Wali on March 23 last. 


Death of Judge Angel, 

James R. Angel, Justice of the Tenth 
Judicial District from 1880 to 1886, died 
from: apoplexy at his home, No. 1274 
Franklin avenue, Morrisania, on Oct. 4. 
Mr. Angel was born in Angelica, Alle- 
ghany County, N. Y., Feb. 12, 1836, and 
belonged to an old and prominent family 
of Western New York. 

Mr. Angel was educated in the common 
schools and academies in the western 
part of this State, and taught school at 
intervals while studying for the legal 
profession. At the age of 22 he went to 
California and engaged in the lumber 
trade. He was elected to the California 
Senate for a period of three years, his 
term expiring in 1864. In the Fall of 1865 








he returned to this State and applied 
himself to the completion of his legal 
studies, and was admitted to the bar at 
Buffalo on Nov. 21, 1867. He at once en- 
tered into active practice at Belmont, 
Alleghany County, in company with his 
brother, Wilkes Angel, who was then a 
State Senator. 

In 1868 Mr. Angel moved to Morrisania 
and began his long career at the bar and 
in politics. His office at the time of his 
death was at No. 132 Nassau street. Mr. 
Angel was considered a successful plead- 
er in civil and criminal cases. In politics 
he was a Republican. He was a well 
known political speaker, and was often 
spoken of as “the Twenty-third Ward 
orator.” 

In 1886, after having served as Justice 
of the District Court of the Tenth Judi- 
cial District, he retired from active po- 
litical life and devoted himself to the 
practice of law. He was a Free Mason 
and a member of the New England Soci- 
ety, ‘and an elder of the First Presby- 
terian Church of Morrisania. 


District Attorney's Appointments. 


District Attorney Gardiner announced 
recently that he had appointed Michael 
J. Sullivan a Deputy Assistant District 
Attorney. Mr. Sullivan has been a spe- 
cial Deputy Assistant. The salary is $4,- 
000 per year. The District Attorney has 
also appointed Cornelius F. Collins a 
Deputy Assistant District Attorney at a 
salary of $4,000 per year Mr. Collins 
served seven years in the Corporation 
Counsel's office. 

On Oct. 3 J. Dickson Carr, of 222 West 
47th street, who is of African descent, 
was appointed a Deputy District Attor- 
ney. 

Mr. Carr has an office at No. 220 Broad- 
way. He is a graduate of Rutgers Col- 
lege, New Brunswick, N. J., class of ’92, 
and of the Columbia University School of 
Law. class of '95. 

Appointment of Treasurer of Brook- 
lyn Bar Association. 


President H. C. M. Ingraham, of the 
Brooklyn Bar Association, recently ap- 
pointed Librarian Alfred J. Hook, of the 
Law Library in Brooklyn, as treasurer of 
the Brooklyn Bar Association, in place of 
the late Stephen C. Betts. By the by- 
laws of the Bar Association the president 
is empowered to make the appointment 
without consultation with other members 
of the body. The position is an honorary 
one. 

Salaries Withheld. 


Sixteen police clerks’ assistants, four 
stenographers, six interpreters, and one 
attendant connected with the City Magis- 
trates’ Court are beginning to worry 
about their salaries, which have remained 
unpaid since June 30. There has been 
some difficulty in deciding whether their 
reappointments, which took place at the 
expiration of their two years’ term in 
June, are valid under the new Civil 
Service rules which came into. effect 
on July 11. At present there is no 
definite prospect that the employes will 
get their pay until they have brought 
mandamus proceedings against the Civil 
Service Commission. The pay is with- 
held under Section 19 of the White Civil 
Service law. 

Arrest of William Markuskee. 

William Markuskee, 30 years of age, a 
lawyer, of 345 East 134th street, has been 
arrested, charged with grand larceny. 
The complainant was Herman Bruhn, of 
975 East 113th street, who alleged that 
Markuskee had kept money given him to 
be applied in payment for a house. The 
total sum was $366. 

Markuskee was held in $1,000 bail, 


Arrest of Thomas C. Campbell. 

T. C. Campbell, a lawyer, 54 years old, 
well known in the politics of Ohio, and 
of some prominence here, was held in 
$1,500 bail on the charge of extortion by 
Magistrate Meade in the Jefferson Mar- 
ket Police Court on October 10. His 
brother, George Campbell, a few years 
younger, was held on the same charge. 





The complainant is Frederick Husma, a 
trance medium, of No. 47 West Thirty- 
fifth street. He said two strange men 
entered his place September 23. One of 
them said he was a lawyer named Fer- 
guson, of Boston. The other said he was 
a Pinkerton detective. They claimed to 
have extradition papers for the return of 
Hysman to Boston on account of a trans- 
action he had had as a broker with two 
women. 

The two men, said Hysman, offered to 
let him go for $4,000. Hysman had agreed, 
and he and his wife were surrendering 
their belongings when Hysman concluded 
to consult Lawyer Abraham Levy. The 
arrest of T. C. Campbell and his brother 
followed. The detectives on the case de- 
clare that the Lawyer Ferguson was T. 
C. Campbell and that the Pinkerton man 
was his brother George. 


Otto P. Eberhardt a Suicide. 


Otto P. Eberhardt, for many years Vice- 
Consul here for Austria-Hungary, com- 
mitted suicide recently by shooting him- 
self through the head with a revolver in 
his apartment at 263 Prospect place, 
Brooklyn. 

Until four years ago Mr. Eberhardt 
was Vice-Consul here for Austria-~-Hun- 
gary. He discovered some irregularities 
in the affairs of the Consular office and 
reported them to the home vernment, 
a service for which he received a reward 
of $6,000. Afterward, through a change 
in the Consulship, he lost his position and 
since then had engaged in the practice 
of law at 33 Broadway. 


Amendment to the Jury Law. 


An amendment to the jury law, of im- 
portance to all persons eligible to jury 
duty in this city, went into effect with 
the opening of the courts for the Fall 
term this year. By the terms of the 
amendment all persons selected by Win- 
throp Grey, the Special Commissioner of 
Jurors appointed by the Appellate Divi- 
sion of the Supreme Court under a previ- 
ous amendment to the jury law passed 
in 1895, for service as special jurors in 
important criminal cases, are also subject 
to ordinary service as trial jurors under 
call from the regular Commissioner of 
Jurors for the County of New York. 

The amendment of 1895, calling for the 
appointment of a Special Commissioner 
of Jurors, was intended to do away with 
the long delays occasioned at the opening 
of every important criminal case through 
the difficulty in obtaining a jury. When 
the general panel for the county was re- 
lied upon to furnish talesmen, in cap- 
ital cases particularly, several days, and 
in some cases over a week, were required 
to fill the jury box. 

The Special Commissioner of Jurors 
was accordingly appointed and author- 
ized to summon before him a certain 
number of persons at fixed intervals, for 
the purpose of examining them as to 
their qualifications to serve as jurors in 
criminal trials. The persons so sum- 
moned are examined as to their feeling in 
regard to capital punishment, circum- 
stantial evidence, etc. Questions are also 
put to them calculated to bring out the 
degree of their intelligence. 

The names of those persons accepted 
by the Special Commissioner of Jurors 
are placed on a list of talesmen subject 
to call in criminal cases, and up to the 
passage of the amendment this year the 
persons so chosen were exempt from ser- 
vice on the general panel. 

For the past three years, or ever since 
the law calling for the appointment of a 
Special Commissioner went into effect. 
there has been considerable friction be- 
tween the General Commissioner and 
Special Commissioner Grey over the se- 
lection or exemption of jurors. By the 
terms of the old law, fully 5,000 talesmen 
were exempt from service except upon 
special panels for important criminal 
cases. As the number of capital cases 
for which the services of special jurors 
are required is comparatively few, a place 
on the special panel amounted to virtual 
exemption from jury service. 
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The General Commissioner of Jurors 
was under this law restrained from en- 
listing on the general panel the services 
of 5,000 of the most intelligent persons 
available for jury service. Charles 
Welde, the present Commissioner of 
Jurors for the county, has been par- 
ticularly desirous of seeing the law 
changed, and immediately upon the an- 
nouncement that the amendment of this 
year had gone into effect, sent the follow- 
ing letter to every talesman whose name 
appeared on the special panel: 

Chapter 623 of the laws of 1899 di- 
rects that “no person shall be exempt 
from ordinary service as a trial juror 

. . by reason of his being heretofore 
or hereafter accepted as qualified to 
serve as a juror by the Special Commis- 
sioner of Jurors but on the con- 
trary the names of all such persons shall 
be put upon the general panel or list, 
and in the box or other receptacle from 
which trial jurors are drawn, upon the 
passage of this act and hereafter. 

In pursuance thereof, your name has 
been replaced on the lists of trial jurors. 

While the new law restores to the 
Commissioner of Jurors the right to sum- 
mon as general talesmen the members 
of the special panel, it takes away his 
discretionary power to excuse persons 
summoned before him. It has been found 
in the past that this discretionary power 
has been abused by various Commission- 
ers of Jurors, particularly in dealing with 
political friends and adherents. This 
power is removed under the new law, 
and the functions of the General Commis- 
— are to a great extent purely cler- 
cal. 

Candidates for Office. 


The following is a complete list of the Re- 
publican and Democratic candidates for judicial 
office in Greater New York: 


REPUBLICAN, 
(Emblem Eagle on Ballot.) 
Borough of Manhattan. 
FOR JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT, 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 

George C. Barrett, Hotel Grenoble, Seventh 
avenue and Fifty-seventh street; Joseph F. Daly, 
19 East Sixty-second street. 

FOR SURROGATE. 
James M. Varnum, 58 West Twenty-first street. 
FOR SHERIFF. 

William J. O’Brien, 155 East Fifty-fourth 
street. 

FOR JUSTICES OF THE CITY COURT. 

Samuel Seabury, 8 Chelsea square; Herman C. 
Kudlich, 119 West Fifty-seventh street. 

FOR JUDGE OF GENERAL SESSIONS. 

James A. Blanchard, Hotel Savoy, Fifth ave- 
nue and Fifty-ninth street. 

FOR JUSTICES OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT. 

First District—William P. Bannigan, 354% 
Greenwich street. 

—— District—Aifred E. Ommen, 41 Marion 


Third District—Oliver C. 
2 


Semple, 
stree’ 


48 Perry 
Fourth District—Charles Schwick, 80 Second 
avenue, 
Fifth District—William Volkel, 709 East Ninth 
street. (Since declined. No substitute named as 


yet. 
Sixth District—Benjamin Parker, 19 West Thir- 
ty-first street. 


Seventh District.—John B. Pannes, 525 Park 
avenue. 
Eighth District—John Jeroloman, 258 West 


Thirty-fourth street. 

Ninth District—Samuel Strasbourger, 70 Lenox 
avenue. 

Tenth District—Louis C. Whiton, 25 West Sev- 
enty-fourth street. 


Borough of Brooklyn. 
FOR DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 
Hiram R. Steele, 242 Carroll street. 
FOR SHERIFF. 
Jacob Neu, 255 Stuyvesant avenue. 
FOR COUNTY CLERK. 
Henry R. Mayette 952A Greene avenue. 
FOR TREASURER, 
Isaac H. Cary, 33 Pierrepont street. 
FOR REGISTRAR. 
James R. Howe, 188 South Ninth street. 
FOR JUSTICES OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT. 


a District—William F. Connell, 272 Degraw 
street. 

Second District—Gerard B. Van Wart, 340 Put- 
nam avenue. 

Third District—Louis F. Altkrug, 40 Leonard 


* street. 


Fourth District—Thomas H. Williams, 934 
Madison street. 

Fifth District—J. Lott Nostrand, Cropsey ave- 
nue and Twentieth avenue. 





Borough of Queens. 
FOR DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 
George W. Davison, 76 Hardenbrook avenue, 
Jamaica, 
FOR JUSTICES OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT. 
First District—Lucius N. Manley, 137 Third 
street, Long Island City. 
Second District—Clarence Edwards, 
place, Elmhurst. 
Third District—B. Frank Wood, & Flushing 
avenue, Jamaica. 
Borough of Richmond. 
FOR COUNTY JUDGE. 
Stephen V. Stephens, Richmond Terrace, New 


Brighton. 
FOR COUNTY CLERK. 

Joseph Simonson, New Springville. 

FOR JUSTICES OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT. 

First District—Albert E. Hadlock, 87 Tompkins 
avenue, New Brighton. 

Second District—Wallace N. Loos, 35 Beach 
street, Stapleton. 

DEMOCRATIC. 
(Emblem, Five Pointed Star.) 
Borough of Manhattan. 
FOR JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT, 
FIRST JUDICMAL DISTRICT. 

George C. Barrett, Hotel Grenoble, Seventh 
avenue and Fifty-seventh street; James A. 
O’Gorman, 408 West Forty-third street. 

FOR SURROGATE. 

Abner C. Thomas, 315 West Bighty-fourth 

street. 


FOR SHERIFF 
William F. Grell, 158 West Ninety-sixth 
street. 


Suydam 


FOR JUSTICES OF THE CITY COURT. 
James M. Fitzsimons, 146 West One Hundred 
and Twentieth street; Lewis J. Conlan, 46 Stuy- 
vesant street. 

FOR JUDGE OF GENERAL SESSIONS. 
Warren W. Foster, 435 East Fifty-seventh 
street. 
FOR JUSTICE OF THE*MUNICIPAL COURT. 
Rn District—Daniel E. Finn, 587 Broome 
stree 

ae resem Hermann Bolte, 3 New Cham- 
Third T District—William F. Moore, 111 West 
Eleventh street. 

Lo gd Te F. Roesch, 108 Bast 
Tenth s 

Fifth Wistiiet-theniotite Hoffman, 747 Fifth 


street. 
Sixth ——— Daniel F. Martin, 245 East Thir- 
ty-third stree 
Seventh District—Herman Joseph, 121 East 
Sixty-fourth street. 
Eighth District—Joseph Stiner, Hotel Maribor- 
ough, Broadway and Thirty-sixth street. 
Ninth District—Joseph P. Fallon, 1,892 Lexing- 
ton avenue 
Tenth District—Thomas E. Murray, 3338 West 
Fifty-first street. 
Borough of Brooklyn. 
FOR DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 
John F. Clarke, 314 South Third street. 
FOR SHERIFF. 
William Walton. 
FOR COUNTY CLERK. 
Peter P. Huberty, 31 Court street. 
FOR TREASURER. 
John W. Kimball, 431 Sixth street. 
FOR REGISTRAR. 
_John M. Gray, 221 Wyckoff street. 
FOR JUSTICES OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT. 
First District—John J. Walsh, 289 Bridge 
street. 
Second District—John Naumer, 354 Putnam 
avenue 
Third District—William J. Lynch, 247 Leonard 
street. 
Fourth District—A doiph H, Goetting, 688 Bush- 
wick avenue. 
Fifth District—Cornelius Furgueson Twenty- 
second and Bath avenues. 
Borough of Queens. 
FOR DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 
John B. Merrill, Woodhaven. 
FOR JUSTICES OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT. 
First District—Thomas C. Kadien, 140 Twelfth 
street, Long Island City. 
Second District—William Rasquin, Jr., 307 Bar- 
clay street, Flushing. 
Third District—James F. McLaughlin, Jamaica. 
Borough of Richmond. 
FOR COUNTY JUDGE. 
Stephen V. Stephens, Richmond Terrace, New 


Brighton. 
FOR COUNTY CLERK. 

Edward M. Muller, Clinton avenue, New 
Brighton. 
FOR JUSTICES OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT. 

First District—John J. Kenney, Franklin ave- 
nue, New Brighton. 

Second District—George W. Stake, 63 Beach 
street, Stapleton. 





Messrs. Moulton, Loring & Loring, 31 
State street, Boston, Mass., desire in- 
formation as to the whereabouts of Geo. 
K. Goulding and F. E. Aldrich, formerly 
or now of New York State, 








i, 
ce 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


The Puerto Rican Question—A Crit). 
cism of Mr. Hornblower’s Address, 
San Juan, Porto Rico, Aug. 18, 1899, 
H. Gerald Chapin, LL. D. 


Editor The American Lawyer, New York. 

Dear Sir: Permit me to humbly protest 
against the article on page 323 of your 
August number, in which you quote from 
an address by Mr. William B. Hornblow. 
er and comment thereon. Having been 
here much of the time the past year and 
given careful study to the conditions 
here, it seems to me that a man of mea- 
ger attainments on the ground ought to 
be better able to judge of what is needed 
to be done than a genius 1,400 miles 
away, who has never been here. 

First, it seems to me that your own 
expression in the clause introducing the 
extract from the speech of Mr. Horn- 
blower is at least unfortunate. You speak 
of the natives of Puerto Rico (and the 
other islands as well) as ‘“‘our recent sub. 
jects.”” Can the United States, which is 
a Republic, have “subjects?” I always 
thought that the term “subject” is prop- 
erly applicable only to persons under a 
monarchy or some analogous form of 
government. While it is true that the 
Paris Treaty left to Congress the deter- 
mination of the civic status of these 
people, and while it is difficult to state 
with technical accuracy their actual 
present status under the military goy- 
ernment, surely they cannoi rightly be 
termed “subjects,” which expression, 
while correct during the Spanish regime, 
is repugnant to our ideas of government. 

Then we come to the remarks of Mr. 
Hornblower. He says we cannot give 
these people free government, the com- 
mon law, trial by jury, or territorial! leg- 
islature with universal suffrage. He also 
says that we cannot continue military 
rule. He does not say what can be done. 
Is it possible that he has nothing to sug- 
gest? If it be true that we can neither 
give them free government nor continue 
to rule them militarywise, what are we 
to do? Turn them adrift? That would 
be cruel indeed, and make the Ameri- 
can nation dishonored before the balance 
of the civilized world. If distinguished 
jurists at home have no remedy to sug- 
gest for evils they think exist, it were 
well that they refrain from discussing 
them. They merely increase the chaos 
which the Administration and the of- 
ficers of the army are conscientiously and 
diligently striving to replace by order. 

And now for Mr. Hornblower’s facts. 
He says we cannot give these people free 
government. But can we not educate 
them so that they may properly receive 
it hereafter? And is not that our duty? 
Speaking for Puerto Rico alone, this task 
of education will not be very long or so 
very difficult. I must thank the gentle- 
man for using the word “even” before 
Puerto Rico, thus indicating his own be- 
lief that the problem here is much 
simpler than the problems of Cuba and 
the Philippines. He says we cannot give 
these people the common law. I beg to 
say that Gen. Davis, the present wise 
and efficient military commander of 
Puerto Rico, has already given to this 
island our common law so far as civil 
and criminal causes of action arise in- 
volving the rights of persons or property 
not entirely Puerto Rican. In other 
words, where the interests of the Govern- 
ment or of any American or any person 
not a native of the island are involved 
the common law prevails to-day to a 
large extent, and even where both par- 
ties to a controversy are natives, and 
both desire to invoke the common law, 
they are allowed to do so. This reform 
was effected by the creation of the Unit- 
ed States Provisional Court of Puerto 
Rico on July 1, which court is now sitting 
daily and rapidly disposing of a large 
mass of business. Mr. Hornblower also 
says that these people cannot have jury 
trials. Permit me to say that the Fed- 
eral Court here has already tried that 
experiment, with great success. In 
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Mayaguez last month a Spaniard was 
tried for counterfeiting before a mixed 
ury of Puerto Ricans and Americans, 
who agreed readily on their verdict, and 
the Judges of this court, all Americans, 
of course, tell me they were more than 
pleased with this initial step. Mr. Horn- 
blower Says We cannot give these people 
a territorial government, with universal 
suffrage. Who advocates that? Why is 
jt necessary? Did the Hawaiian Commis- 
gion recommend universal suffrage? Is 
it even essential that we give them a ter- 
ritorial form of government? Do the 
people of the District of Columbia vote? 
And are they not the equal in intelli- 
gence of any other Americans? Will some 
wise jurist please state any objection to 
Congress providing that Puerto Rico 
shall be governed like the District of Co- 
lumbia until some later Congress shall 
determine that the island may properly 
be a territory? 

Finally the gentleman berates what he 
is pleased to call the ‘“‘despotic sway” ex- 
ercised by the President at present over 
these people; but when he does this he 
condemns our Constitution. Until Con- 
gress acts the President must govern 
these islands as an absolute ruler. Un- 
less he does this anarchy follows. And 
why denounce this so-called ‘despotic 
sway” if (as is the case) it is operating 
toward self-government hereafter? In 
short, what else can the President do? 

I do not pretend to discuss Cuba and 
the Philippines. I have no knowledge of 
their conditions. But as one humble 
American citizen, who loves Puerto Rico 
and desires to make a future permanent 
home here, I am looking forward eager- 
ly for the time to come when the people 
in the States will insist that this island 
be considered on its merits by Congress, 
apart from all troubles elsewhere. Gen. 
Davis is doing a magnificent work here, 
but he is powerless to give the island 
one thing it can only acquire from Con- 
gress. That is free trade with the States. 
Give us the same commercial rights as 
Alaska and there will be no complaints 
here, except from the Spanish-educated 
politicians. The great masses of the peo- 
ple here care little about the form of gov- 
ernment if they can oniy prosper com- 
mercially. Justice, not alms, is the great 
demand of this island. And you will note 
that I write since the so-called “hurri- 
cane” of Aug. 8. Respectfully yours, 


ARTHUR F. ODLIN. 
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BOOK REVIEWS. 


The Law of Private Companies Organized Under 
the General Corporation Law of Delaware, with 
Notes and Forms. By J. Ernest Smith, of the 
Se ee. oe ee by T. J. W. Johnson 

be aeip > - 

oe, Shae. adeiphia, Pa. rice, cloth, $2; pa 
The general corporation law of Dela- 
ware, approved March 11, 1899, may or 
may not have been a valuable addition to 
existing legislation. That is a matter 
which is open to some dispute, and can 
only be determined when the act is ex- 
amined with reference to its workings in 
individual cases. The attention of cor- 

Poration attorneys is centered at the 

present moment upon the State in ques- 

tion and it remains for the future to fix 
its standing—whether it will become as 

West Virginia is said to be—“the snug 

harbor of roaming and piratical corpora- 

tions’—or a safe, conservative State, 

bearing a reputation similar to that 

which is held by New Jersey. This, how- 

ever, is entirely foreign to the present 
ue. 


The work in question seems to us like- 
ly to prove quite valuable to corporation 
attorneys. The citations, while necessar- 
ily largely those of other States, are full 
and clear. The forms (over one hundred 
in number) seem to be excellent. Take 
it as a whole, we should have no hesi- 
tancy in recommending the book, the 
type and general “make-up” of which 
Struck us as being particularly good. 
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The Insurance Law of the State of New York. 
By Robt. C. Cumming and Frank B. Gilbert, of 
the Albany bar. Published by Baker, Voorhis 
& Co., New York. Price, $4.50. 

The names of these well known authors 
are largely a guarantee of good work, a 
promise which we think has been fulfilled 
in this instance, as the present book is 
one which we believe will be of much 
value to the profession. As set forth in 
the preface, the genera] and stock cor- 
poration laws have been inserted intact, 
although some of their provisions are in- 
applicable to insurance corporations. The 
decisions include 159 N. Y., page 448; 40 
App. Div., 606, and 27 Misc. Rep., page 
600. No forms have been inserted except 
the Standard Fire Policy and the accom- 
panying clauses authorized in this State, 
as forms necessary for the organization 
of corporations and requisite for making 
reports may be obtained on application 
to the Insurance Department. 

The citations are well and concisely put 
and the work well arranged. As pre- 
viously stated, we believe it will consti- 
tute a valuable addition to the library of 
an insurance attorney. 


Questions and Answers for Bar Examination Re- 
view. By Chas, S. Haight, M. A., LL. B., and 
Arthur M. Marsh, B. A., LL. B. Published by 
Baker, Voorhis & Co., New York. Price, $3.75. 
We have been inclined hitherto to re- 

gard “quiz” books in rather an unfavor- 
able light. The answers are not as a 
general rule distinguished by any great 
amount of accuracy, being usually of a 
far too general nature, while the ques- 
tions have rarely much practical import- 
ance. In examining the present work, 
therefore, we confess to having labored 
under some prejudice, which was possi- 
bly strengthened by two things that were 
among the first to attract our attention; 
namely, the answer to question 2 upon 
page 1 and question 4 under subdivision 3 
en page 2. The first appeared to us en- 
tirely too indefinite, as the author might 
certainly have alluded to that section of 
the New York Code of Civil Procedure 
allowing an attorney to verify a pleading 
in certain instances. With regard to the 
question on page 2, it may be suggested 
that as slavery has been abolished in 
this country for some time, the query, 
whether A is bound by the acts of a slave 
whom he has made his agent is of very 
slight practical importance. A knowl- 
edge of the point under discussion is 
scarcely likely to be called for in active 
practice, unless, possibly, in the search- 
ing of titles to real estate when the rec- 
ord is to be investigated to a period in 
the ante-bellum days. 


On making a more careful examination 
of the work, however, we saw sufficient 
grounds to entirely change our opinion. 
The arrangement and classification of the 
topics is to be commended, for instance, 
that of corporations, which seems espe- 
cially good, Instead of the usual ques- 
tions touching upon matters purely the- 
oretical, with which works of the kind 
usually abound, the authors have 
treated of practical subjects, involv- 
ing questions which are likely to arise in 
practice at any time. In fact, the work 
would be really valuable for an attorney 
who desired to “brush up” his general 
knowledge of the law. The answers are 
clear and explicit, without unnecessary 
fullness, and the many citations enhance 
its value. 

As an example of this, attention can 
be called to question 38 and its answer 
on page 131. This is as follows: “A Kan- 
sas statute provided that shareholders 
in corporations should be personally 
liable for the corporate debts. The X 
corporation was formed after the statute 
was passed and Y, became a stockholder 
by subscription otttside of Kansas. To 
what kind of a liability is he subject.” 
The answer states that: “Every stock- 
holder in a corporation becomes a party 
to the provisions of its charter and of the 
laws relating to such corporations which 
are in force in the State in which it is 
created, no matter where he lives or 
where his subscription occurred. Such 





statutes as the one in question, being in 
foree at the formation of the corporation, 
are part of the voluntary agreement of 
the members, and bind them to the cor- 
poration creditors in a contractual obli- 
gation. Thus, this obligation is under the 
protection of the Federal Constitution, 
forbidding the impairment of the obliga- 
tion of a contract, Hawthorne v. Calef, 2 
Waill, 10. 

“Moreover, it is a penalty, in the sense 
of a punishment provided as a police reg- 
ulation for the protection of the State 
which passes the law, and, therefore un- 
enforceable in other States. It is, on the 
contrary, remedial in its character, in- 
tended for the benefit of individuals deal- 
ing with the corporation, and enforceable 
in any court which has jurisdiction of the 
parties and of such a subject matter. 
Flash v. Conn., 19 U. 8. 371; Paine v. 
Stewart, 33 Conn. 517. A neat case, in il- 
lustration, is Wiles v. Suydam, 64 N. Y. 
173. A statute provided for personal lia- 
bility for shareholders and of directors 
until certain papers were filed, the di- 
rectors being the agents charged with the 
executive duty of filing them. It was held 
that a person who was both a share- 
holder and a director could not be sued 
in the same action as shareholder and as 
director, being liable in contract 
in the former capacity and for a penalty 
in the latter. See also Derrickson v. 
Smith, 27 N. J. Law, 166; and compare 
Huntington v. Attrill, 146 U. S. 657; Di- 
versey v. Smith, 103 Ill. 378; s. c., 42 Am. 
Rep. 14. 

“The cases are in some confusion, ow- 
ing partly to differences in the legislative 
language and intent and partly to differ- 
ent constructions of statutes seemingly 
identical in structure. See, on the whole 
subject, Morawetz on Corporations, Sec- 
tions 869-881, especially Sections 870 and 
877.” 

Another question and answer to which 
reference can be made is contained on 
page 341 and is numbered 39. “A sells 
property to B, conditioned that title shall 
not pass until the goods are paid for. 
While B is in possession of the goods, his 
creditors levy upon them. Can A protect 
himself?” Answer.—‘Yes. In the ab- 
sence of fraud, such a condition is bind- 
ing, and A can replevy the goods. Brad- 
shaw v. Warner, 54 Ind. 58, 62; King v. 
Bates, 57 N. H. 446; Gould v. Howell, 32 
Ill. App. 349; Cole v. Berry, 42 N. J. Law, 
308, at 313; Wadley v. Buckingham, 80 
Wis. 230. He must act within a reasona- 
ble time, however. Marston v. Baldwin, 
17 Mass. 606.” 


“In many States there are statutes re- 
quiring conditional sales to be recorded, 
and in such jurisdiction, unless the con- 
tract, or written evidence of it, is record- 
ed, such a condition as to the vesting of 
the title is not valid, as against an at- 
taching creditor or a bona fide purchaser, 
unless he has knowledge of the facts. 
Such statutes are in force in Arizona: 
Rev. Stats. (1887), Sections 2030-2038; Con- 
necticut: (1895), Sec. 212 (based upon Lee, 
ete., v. Cram., 63 Conn. 433); Georgia: 
Code (1895), Sec. 2776; Iowa: Code (1897), 
Sec, 2905; Kansas: Laws 1889, Chap. 255; 
Maine: Rev. Stats., Chap. 111, Sec. 5; 
Minnesota: Gen. Stats. (1894), Sec. 4149; 
Missouri: . Rev. Stats. (1889), Secs. 1255, 
5180; Nebraska: Comp. Stats., Chap. 32, 
Sect. 26; North Carolina: Laws 1891, 
Chap. 240, p. 195; New Hampshire: (1896), 
Chap. 140, Sec. 23; New Jersey: Gen. Stat, 
(1896), p. 891; New York: Laws 1884, Chap. 
315, Sec. 1; South Carolina: Rev, Stats. 
(1893), Sec. 2154; see also Talmadge v. 
Oliver, 14 S. Car. 522; Texas: Rev. Stats, 
(1895), Secs. 2546-2549; Vermont: Stats. 
(1894), Sec. 2290; Virginia: Code (1887), 
Sec, 2462; West Virginia: Code of 1887, 
Chap. 74, Sec. 3, and Wisconsin, Rev. 
Stats. (1898), Sec. 2317.” 

“In some States the courts have re- 
fused to enforce the rule against bona 
fide purchasers, even without statutory 
enactments, Hide, etc., Bk. v. West, 20 
Til. App. 61; Vaughn v. Hopson, 10 Bush 
(Ky.), 337; Dias v. Chickering, 64 Md. 
348; Patchin v. Biggerstoff, 25 Mo. App. 
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534; Weber v. Diebold, etc., Co. Colo. 
(1892), 29 Pac. Rep. 747; Stadtfield v. 
Huntsman, 92 Penn. St. 53.” 

The work treats of pleadings and prac- 
tice under the New York Code, and for 
that reason should be valuable to stu- 
dents of that State. 


The Clerks’ and Conveyancers’ Assistant, by 

mjamin V. Abbott and Austin Abbott. Second 
Edition, Revised and enlarged by Clarence F. 
Birdseye of the New York bar. Published by 
‘Baker, Voorhis & Co., New York City. Price 
$6 net, or $6.30 delivered on receipt of price. 

After a careful examination of the 
book in question we feel justified in say- 
ing that it certainly merits commenda- 
tion. Of course, the review of a work 
which, like the present, has obtained such 
a large share of success, must be limited 
to the new matter introduced by the re- 
visor. It is stated in the preface and 
borne out by an examination of the book 
itself that all obsolete forms, and those 
arising under the Codes of Civil Proce- 
dure and Criminal Procedure, and which 
properly belong to books on pleadings 
and practice, have been omitted. Also 
those relating to the formation and gov- 
ernment of corporations, which are now 
provided for by specific statutes in each 
State. Frequent statutory changes make 
many of these latter forms temporary 
and often valueless, while the subject has 
become so broad as to require specia! 
works relating only to it. The foregoing 
changes account for the absence from 
this book of some subjects which were in- 
cluded in the former edition; but the new 
forms added are sufficient to about dou- 
ble the matter in the subjects which have 
been retained. 

Long and intricate corporate mort- 
gages, traffic, underwriting, reorganiza- 
tion and other agreements, railroad and 
equipment leases, and other similar pa- 
pers, formerly nearly unknown, now fre- 
quently arise in ordinary practice. It 
has been the aim to cover all such sub- 
jects with full forms based upon actual 
papers, but modified to cover general use, 
For example, the subject of mortgages 
in the first edition occupied only ten 
pages, but covers in the present edition 
about one hundred and seventy pages, 
and includes, as new matter, a long and 
short trust mortgage and forms of sec- 
ond, income, equipment and consolidated 
railroad mortgages, and also a deben- 
ture mortgage, and the statutory forms 
of the several States. 

Just as an example of the thoroughness 
with which this work has been prepared 
and the many subjects embraced therein, 
it may be noted that page 107, under the 
heading of “assignments,” contains the 
form for an assignment of a recipe for 
making medicines. The forms for the fol- 
lowing topics may be especially com- 
mended: Wills (a synopsis of the law of 
each State in the Union being provided), 
bonds, chattel mortgages, and bankrupt- 
cy proceedings. 

Reference should also be made to forms 
667, 568 and 569, being a series of agree- 
ments between authors and publishers. 
These three appealed to us as being par- 
ticularly good. The index deserves men- 
tion as being well arranged. Altogether, 
the work is one which we would have no 
hesitancy in indorsing, 


CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT AS- 
SOCIATIONS. 


There was a meeting of the Rochester 
Credit Men’s Association on Oct. 3 at the 
Chamber of Commerce. While it was not 
largely attended, the number was satis- 
factory, it being the first meeting of the 
new season. A great deal of important 
business was finished. These officers were 
nominated to be voted for at the annual 
meeting in November: For president, 
William Drescher of Bausch & Lomb 
Company; vice-president, W. A. Narra- 
more of Eastman Kodak Company; 
treasurer, W. R. Peters of Wright, Peters 
& Co.;. executive committee, George G. 
Ford of L. P. Ross Company, C. J. Lund 
of Utz & Dunn and Philip Present. The 








election will take place at the annual 
meeting to be held Nov, 2. 

The question of the annual dues was 
discussed at length. It was proposed to 
raise them from $5 to $10. An informal 
vote showed that all were in favor of in- 
creasing the dues. A report was made on 
the proposition to raise $10,000 to punish 
debtors who are guilty of fraud. The 
report showed that the fund is flourish- 
ing. The matter of the annual dinner 
was put over until the next monthly 


meeting, which will also be the annual 
meeting. 


The Cleveland Credit Men’s Association 
was organized at the Hollenden on the 
evening of Oct, 13, with every assurance 
of a successful career. The organiza- 
tion is a branch of the national organi- 
zation of credit men, being affiliated 
through the national body with the other 
organizations in the large cities all over 
the country. Its membership is made up 
of the men having charge of the credit 
departments of wholesale establish- 
ments, and the object of the association 
is the better development of the work of 
the members. 

One of the things that makes the form- 
ing of the Cleveland organization espe- 
cially fortunate is that it makes it prac- 
tically certain that the next national 
convention of the credit men’s organiza- 
tion will be held in Cleveland. Much of 
the credit for ‘the formation of the 
branch of the national organization in 
this city is due to Secretary William A. 
Prendergast, of the national association, 
who has come here from New York sev- 
eral times to help along the movement. 

The credit men met in the banquet 
room of the Hollenden. Those present 
were: Frank B. Carter, of the Cleve- 
land Provision Company; Charles F. 
Wabel, of Whitney, Wabel Co.; Mr. Will- 
iams, of Pickands, Mather & Co.; M. R. 
Hughes of the White Sewing Machine 
Cormhpany; E. P. Lord, of Adams & Ford; 
F. C. Pierce, of Hart & Co.; B. H. Lang, 
of the Cleveland Milling Company; O. K. 
Brooks, of the National Malleable Cast- 
ing Company; T. P. Robbins, of the 
Cleveland Hardware Company; F. B. 
Stevens, of the Patterson-Sargent~Com- 
pany; Harry New, of the Landesman- 
Hirscheimer Company; W. I. Keetch, of 
William Taylor, Son & Co.; E. F. Gun- 
ton, of the Standard Sewing Machine 
Company; Alfred Dangler, of the Wiede- 
man Company; J. W. Roof, of the Will- 
iam Edwards Company; Mr. Teare, of 
Ross, Sprague & Co.; Mr. Miller, of the 
Cleveland Stone Company; Mr. Spitzig, 
of S. C. Smith & Co.; A. L. Somers, of 
Francis Widlar & Co.; Mr. Hackett, of 
the K. D,. Box & Label Company; Mr. 
Grossenbacher, of Sterling, Welch & Co.; 
W. F. Lyon, of the Cady-Ivison Shoe 
Company; L. B. Hall, of Benton, Myers 
& Co : 


Mr, Lyon called the meeting to order 
and presided. He stated that during the 
afternoon a number of the credit men 
who had signed the paper circulated for 
the signature of those who were willing 


to join the association when it was 
formed had notified him by telephone 
that they would be unable to be present 
at the meeting, but that they could be 
counted upon to join. R. B. Stevens was 
chosen temporary secretary. Mr. Pren- 
dergast was present and outlined the 
aims and work of the national organiza- 
tion and urged on those present the im- 
portance of organizing and acting to- 
gether in matters affecting, their inter- 
ests and the interests of the firms repre- 
sented by the credit men. He said that 
he had visited twenty-two different cities 
where there were societies just being or- 
ganized. 

Messrs. New, Somers, Hughes, Fenn 
and the temporary president were made 
a committee to draft a constitution and 
by-laws for 'the new association and re- 
port at the next meeting of the body. 
The meeting was adjourned to meet 
again at the call of the temporary presi- 
dent. The date and place of this meet- 
ing are to be announced later. 
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LAW SCHOOLS. 


Nashville College of Law, 

The Nashville College of Law held the 
opening exercises of its initial term re. 
cently in its apartments on the secong 
floor of the Wilson Block. There were 
addresses by Claude J. Bell, president of 
the Board of Trust; Judge John C, Per. 
riss and E. C. Ravenscroft, dean. Judge 
Ferriss is special lecturer on County 
Court and probate practice. He deliy- 
ered a strong address upon the duties 
and responsibilities of the attorney. Dr, 
Ravenscroft, in his remarks, outlined the 
purposes of the institution and spoke to 
some length upon the profession which 
his hearers were preparing to enter. 
Edition. Revised and enlarged by Clarence PF, 

The college opened regularly for work 
with forty-two matriculates. Its purpose 
is to give young men ambitious of ep. 
tering the profession of law an opportu. 
nity to study at night and fill positions 
necessary to their livelihood during the 
day. Recitations and class room work 
in all the major courses will commence 
at 7 o’clock in the evening and continue 
till 9 o'clock, 

Harvard Law School, 

The enrollment of students in the Har. 
vard Law School now shows an increase 
of about fifty men over the number at 
this time last year, and it is expected 
that before it is completed there will be 
600 names on the lists. The necessity for 
the enlargement of Austin Hall has 
arisen with this condition of affairs, and 
has been considered by the law school 
faculty. Plans were drawn up last Win- 
ter, but the attendance at that time did 
not warrant the improvements. This 
Fall, however, the need of improved and 
enlarged quarters is so pressing that an 
addition will be built to the north wing 
of Austin Hall. It is designed to be two 
stories high and will be similar in archi- 
tecture to the present building. It will 
be completed within two years. 
Columbian University—Department of 

Law. 


The Columbian University Law School 
began its thirty-fourth session on the 
evening of Oct. 4. The students assem- 
bled in the university hall of the old Uni- 
versity building at 8 o’clock. President 
Whitman made a few introductory re- 
marks, and then introduced Judge Cox, 
the dean of the school, who was enthu- 
siastically applauded. He was followed 
in turn by Justice Harlan, Judge Maury, 
Mr. Brandebury, Judge Bradley, Prof. 
Needham, Prof. Church and Mr. Cle 
phane, all of whom spoke briefly on the 
work and were heartily applauded. 

Judge Cox’s lectures will all be deliv- 
ered in the old university hall, owing to 
the crowded condition of the new law 
school building. In the moot court work 
the seniors will spend much of their time. 
This year Mr. Stevens and Mr. Clephane 
will assist Prof. Needham in this course. 

Some important changes in the method 
of work have been adopted by the fac- 
ulty. One of these is in regard to exam- 
inations. Heretofore examinations to de- 
termine a student’s right to advancement 
or to a degree have been held at the end 
of each year. The faculty, however, have 
decided to pursue a different course, and 
hereafter examinations will be held at 
the conclusion of each subject in the 
course. By this plan students will have 
the advantage of taking examinations 
while the subject is fresh in their minds. 
This method will obviate the severe and 
unsatisfactory work, so generally i0 
vogue, of “cramming” on a great variety 
of subjects at the end of the year. 

Another important measure has been 
adopted, providing for class discussions 
and conferences, which, so far as prac- 
ticable, will follow each lecture upon 
every subject. These conferences will be 
conducted by each professor. In these 
conferences the students are privileged t 
ask questions on points not thoroughly 
understood, and the professors will ~ 
swer them or call upon the members © 
the class to do so. In this way the diffl- 
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cult points in each lecture will be cleared 
up as the course p 
Dickinson Law School. 

The Dickinson Law School opened on 
Oct. 4 with appropriate ceremonies. The 
attendance exceeds by fifty that of last 
year. A chair on medical jurisprudence 
has been established, with Major Pilcher, 
of the regular army, as incumbent. 
University of Michigan—Department 

of Law. 

Prof. Thompson says the enrollment in 
the law school will reach the 900 mark. 
It was thought that the new law build- 
ing arrangements would be entirely ade- 
quate for any ordinary increase, but Dean 
Hutchins has already applied for more 
seats for the classroom. 


Rhode Island Law School. 

A large audience of young men filled 
the lecture rooms of the Rhode Island 
Law School in the Butler Exchange on 
October 2, listened to several enthusiastic 
addresses and then enrolled themselves 
as students for the coming year. The 
occasion was the first annual opening ex- 
ercises of the school which threw open 
its doors for the first time one year ago. 

The dean of the school, William Grant 
Webster, introduced former Gov. Davis, 
who is a member of the Advisory Board. 
Gov. Davis’ remarks were enthusiastical- 
ly received, and then Hon. Charles E. 
Gorman, the senior member of the 
faculty, delivered the principal address 
of the evening. He paid a high tribute to 
the law as a profession and congratulated 
the young men on the advantages afford- 
ed them by the law school over the old 
method of stu@y in an attorney’s office. 

Other members of the faculty, some of 
whom made short addresses, were Hon. 
Edwin D. Bassett, Robert W. Burbank, 
Nathan W. Littlefield, Amasa M. Eaton, 
William R. Tillinghast and Charles F. 
Stearns. 


Indiana University Scheel of Law. 

At the beginning of the school year re 
uirements for entrance to the school of 

w were raised so as to be equivalent to a 
four year’s high school course. Instead of 
decreasing the a this has had 
the opposite effect. a ior class is 20 
per cent larger than ever before. Next year 
the course of instruction will be three years. 
An additional instructor will be added to 
the facnlty now numbering four, besides 
several lecturers. 

Stetson University — Department of 
Law. 

The trustees of the Stetson University 
have completed arrangements to open a 
law school. They have arranged for a 
full law course that will be modeled 
after the best law schools of the country. 
They have been having many applica- 
tions from students desiring this course. 
University of Virginia—Department of 

Law. 

There are now nearly 600 students 
matriculated at the University of Vir- 
ginia. The law students elected class of- 
ficers recently as follows: President, 
Samuel B. McPhestess, of Raleigh, N. C.; 
vice-president, Eugene P. Mallory, of Ma- 
con, Ga.; secretary and treasurer, Will- 
jam A, Shibley, of Van Buren, Ark.; his- 
chp S. Hazick O’Brien, of Louisville, 

y. 

University of North Carolina—Depart- 
ment of Law. . 

James C. McRae, of Raleigh, has been 
chosen professor of law at the University 
of North Carolina. Mr. McRae has served 
on the Superior and Supreme Court 
benches in his State, and is an ex-mem- 
ber of Congress. 

Albany Law School. 

Judge and Mrs. J. Newton Fiero, as is 
their annual custom, entertained the 
Students of the Law School at a recep- 
tion from 8 to 11 o’clock on the evening 
of Oct. 2. The reception took place in 
the Mezzonine room of the Hotel Ten 
Eyck, which is situated between the first 
and second floors, and commands a view 
of the entire lower floor. 
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Judge and Mrs. Fiero received, assisted 
by their young daughter, Miss Harriet 
Fiero, who has not yet been introduced; 
Mrs. Fletcher Williams Battershall, Mrs. 
Harry Seymour Pearse, Mrs. Daws, Mrs. 
Rosendale, Mrs, McAllister, Miss Mar- 
garet Tucker, Miss Mary Banks, Miss 
Anna Battershall and Miss Brooks. 

Among the others present were Dr. and 
Mrs. A. V. V. Raymond, Dr. and Mrs. 
Edward Cox, Judge and Mrs. Tennant, 
Mrs. Gilbert M. Tucker, Miss Herrick, 
Miss Treadwell, Chief Justice Alton B. 
Parker, former Senator David B. Hill, the 
Hon. Simon W. Rosendale, Gen, Amasa 
J. Parker, Judge O’Brien, Judge Vann, 
Judge Herrick, Judge Haight, Judge Ed- 
wards, the Rev. W. W. Battershall, the 
Rev. Dr. Hite, Dr. Harry Seymour 
Pearse, Mr. W. D. Davidson, Mr. Fletcher 
Battershall, Mr. Lewis R. Parker, Mr. 
James W. Eaton and the following 
students: 

Seniors—Messrs. Fred. M. LaDuke, 
William J. Maier, William L. Fischer, 
William R. Whitfield, William H. Davis, 
Duncan Douglas, Martin E. Burke, Wal- 
ter R. Herrick, P. J. Rooney, C. D. Phil- 
lips, P. Ammon, 8S. B. Lyman, P. W. Sit- 
terly, B. Baker, H. L. Hunter, J. H. 
Cummings, J. F. Hanlon, C. F. Churchill, 
H, F. Meigher, A. J. Calhoun, W. V. 
Cook, 8. G. H. Turner, G. O. Hinman, 
c. B. O’Connell, E. G. Sturgis, B. E. 
Emory, H. R. DeWitt, F. H. Spalding, J. 
V. Whitbeck, R. M. Crannell. 

Juniors—Messrs, W. A. Davidson, H. 
Hirschfield, C. E. Depan, H. J. Hinman, 
R. M. Eames, N. R. Holmes, W. H. Mills, 
W. H. Bushnell, J. F. Hennessy, F. R. 
Keeshan, H. E. Keller, H. E. Clinton, A. 
H. Grimes, W. J. Driscoll, D. F. Little, T. 
E. Murray, H. W. Coons, F. Gladstone, 
T. V. Coffey, E. V. Partridge, E. G. 
Galusha, H., B. Carroll, A. F. Morriss, 
P. G. Williams, D. F. Smith, F. H. En- 
gers, C. J. Herrick, W. M. Verbeck, E. H. 
Van Dyck, S. B. Sherman, B. N. Curtis, 
H. E. Machold, L. M. Saunders, G. O. 
Tuck, E. H. O’Brien, C. J. Russell, M. 
Marks, J. A. Quinn, Robert Frasier, F. 
Darrow, C. D. Deyo, P. E. Conant, 8. B. 
Clark, P. L. Windsor, W. J. T. Hogan, 
C. H. Trevell, S. W. Church, W. E. Fitz- 
simmons, D. F. Casey, R. G. Barclay. 

New York University Law School. 

The Woman’s Law Class of New York 
University held its opening exercises on 
Monday, the 23d inst., at the University 
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Woman’s Legal Education Society, pre- 
sided and made an address in which she 
detailed the reasons for the study of law 
by women, finding in the financial inde- 
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pendence of women and their legal ca- 
pacity for an uncontrolled management 
of their property, real and personal, a 
powerful argument for their becoming 
familiar with law. 

Rev. Dr. H. M. MacCracken, Chancel- 
lor of the University, spoke briefly and 
mentioned the success that had attended 
the efforts of Mrs. Munn to raise an en- 
dowment fund of $25,000 to support the 
work of the class; about half of the sum 
needed is already in hand. 


* Dr. Clarence D. Ashley, Dean of the 
Law Faculty, welcomed the ladies to the 
halls and library of the law school and 
commended the study of law by women 
not only as a part of general education, 
but, in special instances, with a view to 
practice at the bar. 

The opening jecture of the course was 
then delivered by Prof.. Isaac Franklin 
Russell, LL. D., who spoke, in sub- 
stance, as follows: 

Law is a progressive science. This 
is because it is the product of the great 
forces making for change in human so- 
ciety. Not until civilization is arrested 
can law put forth its ultimate expres- 
sion. An ideal code is an impossibility, 
for its perfection must lie in its adapta- 
tion to the needs of the age in which it 
was framed; while the progress of in- 
vention changes the face of nature in 
every successive generation, if not in 
every decennium. 

In point of historical evolution the par- 
liamentary act is the latest expression 
of the law’s decree. Having its germ in 
the economic necessities of mankind, 
slowly evolving under the varying en- 
vironments of exchanges and markets, 
first phrased in the specific rules of ju- 
dicial decision, law takes on its final 
form in legislative enactment, 

So if we would explore the sources of 
our modern jurisprudence, if we would 
trace its development through the cen- 
turies of the history of the Anglo-Ameri- 
can race, our researches must take us to 
the leading cases in which these rules 
have been wrought out and applied 
through the decisions of the courts. This 
is the inductive method of legal study. 

But it is a mistake to assume that 
statutes and codes can be safely ignored. 
Only law as codified exhibits certainty, 
precision, definiteness, orderly arrange- 
ment and form adapted to popular wide- 
spread promulgation. We are, in fact, 
now living in an era of codes. The or- 
ganic law of the State and nation is a 
written law. The New York Code of 
Civil Procedure, fifty years old, has 
been followed in a majority of the States 
and territories of the Union. Within the 
last twenty years in this State we have 
had given to us by the Legislature a 
new Penal Code as well as new codes of 
civil and criminal proceduge. The law 
of corporations is now in codified form. 
The Code of Domestic Relations and the 
Real Property Law of 1896 were followed 
in 1897 by what are substantially new 
codes in the Personal Property Law, the 
Labor Law, the Partnership Law and 
Negotiable Instruments Law. It is thus 
to the study of an ever-living science 
that the University bids you welcome. 

It is a crude and pessimistic judgment 
that ascribes the evils of modern society 
to judges and lawyers more than to 
priests and deacons. All good men re- 
joice to aid in the wise administration of 
the law of the land, and the failures 
which must come in an imperfect social 
State are due to the delinquencies, not of 
the bench and bar particularly, nor yet 
to the Legislature, but rather to the 
whole body of the general public—to the 
witnesses who disobey the subpoena and 
stay away, as well as to the other wit- 
nesses that come to court to lie on the 
stand; to the jurors who get excused 
from service on some flimsy pretext, and 
to the other jurors glad to earn a dollar 
a day who go into the box but stupidly 
miss the truth. 

Law’s aspiration is indeed high and its 
study leads us to the noblest contem- 
plations that can engage the mind of 
man. It is law that provides protection 





to capital and opportunity to labor, a 
bulwark for religion and a safeguard 
for liberty. Law is the heritage of the 
poor and the weak. Our Constitution 
guarantees to all citizens: the equal pro- 
tection of the law. Law is no respecter 
of persons. What Confucius enjoined 
and Christ commanded, that Mr. Herbert 
Spencer has adopted as the fundamental 
principle in his ethical philosophy, viz.: 
The law of equal justice. On this our 
liberties are founded. It is written in the 
latest Constitutions of our States and it 
is the climax of the noblest eloquence of 
the Corpus Juris. ‘‘The precepts of law 
are these: To live honorably, not to in- 
jure one’s neighbor, and to give every 
man his due.’”’ Honeste vivere, alterum 
non laedere, suum cuique tribuere. 

In conclusion, Professor Russell com- 
mended to the class the example of Dr. 
Johnson, who, beginning the study of 
law at an advanced age, wrote a prayer 
for divine direction. This prayer, in sim- 
ple but eloquent phrase, the lecturer 
quoted in full from Boswell’s celebrated 
work, 

Dr. Russell remains at the head of the 
teaching force, commencing now the 
eighth year of his service at this post 
of instruction. Miss Pettus and Miss 
Pierce will continue as assistant lectur- 
ers to the evening class. Mrs. Franklin 
Pierce has resigned in order to give her 
entire time to practice in the law office 
of her husband, and her place will be 
taken by Mrs. Robert M. Gignoux, who 
has had a year’s experience as a law lec- 
turer and is well qualified for her new 
duties by her university education and 
her active practice at the bar. 

Among the many enrolled students for 
the coming winter are Mrs. George E. 
Strobridge, Miss Ella M, Chadwick, Miss 
Katharyn K. Viele, Mrs. G. R. Man- 
chester, Miss E. T. Jaeger, Miss Emma 
M. Brayer, Miss Mina A. Clement, Mrs. 
A. W. Kiddle, Mrs. Jared W. Bell, Mrs. 
M. J. Hunter, Miss S. T. Sturges, Miss 
Marion Mulford, Miss Mary E. O’Con- 
nell, Miss Agnes L. Rinn, Miss Ida M. 
Zender, Miss Susie Glover Macomber, 
Miss Margie Hendricks, Miss Cora W. 
Trow, Miss Annie B. Duncan, Miss Liz- 
zie Westaway, Miss Alice V. Bird, Miss 
Corinne Gertrude Sawyer, Miss Jessie A. 
Fowler, Mrs. Ada Brown Talbot, Dr. 
Maud Miller, Miss Tusi I. M. Bradley. 


LAWYERS IN TROUBLE. 


Because the Supreme Court was in- 
formed that Attorney Arthur H. Walkey 
of Denver cashed a money order to 
which he had forged the name of a client 
he was debarred on Oct. 2. 

Attorney C. L. Campbell also was oust- 
ed from the Colorado bar on the ground 
that he was several years ago estopped 
from further practice in Montana. At 
that time he was found guilty of embez- 
zlement, forgery, deceit and malpractice, 
according to the opinion rendered on 
Oct. 2. This opinion further alleges that 
he swore falsely in obtaining admission 
to the Colorado bar when he made affi- 
davit that he had never at any time been 
disbarred. The court in its per curiam 
opinion adds that had it known the cir- 
cumstances at the time of the applica- 
tion Campbell would never have been ad- 
mitted to practice. ‘ 


Hutchinson, Kan.—James Clarke, a 
prominent attorney, was convicted here 
on Oct. 6, after a five weeks’ trial, of 
being an accessory to the murder of W. 
C. Boyd a year ago last ay. Harry 
Postlethwaite committed the murder be- 
cause he objected to Boyd’s attentions to 
his mother. When arrested he swore 
that Clarke, who was his attorney, ad- 
vised the murder and furnished the 
weapon. Clarke was convicted on this 
testimony several weeks ago, but the Su- 
preme Court reversed the case on the 
ground that Postlethwaite, who was a 
convict, was incompetent to testify. In 
the trial which ended Oct. 6 conviction 
was secured by the testimony of Postle- 
thwaite’s brother and mother. 
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On Oct. 7 the grand jury returned an 
indictment in which John B. Sherwood, 
a lawyer having offices in rooms 1210 and 
1211 Stevenson Building, and living at 237 
North New Jersey street, Indianapolis, 
was charged with embezzlement of $3,000 
of moneys belonging to Christian Schrad- 
er of this city while acting as Mr. Schrad- 
er’s attorney, for the payment of claims. 

Isadore Stein of New Haven, Conn., is 
disbarred. This is the decision of Judge 
Silas A. Robinson, who listened to the 
evidence in the hearing upon the charges 
of unprofessional conduct preferred by 
the Grievance Committee of the Bar upon 
the statement of allegations made by At- 
torney Benjamin Slade, representing An- 
drew Freedman of New York. Freedman 
claimed that he gave to Stein his check 
for $500. The proceeds of this were to 
be devoted to the payment of certain 
contractors doing work on buildings on 
Dixwell avenue. Freedman alleged that 
Stein had distributed only a portion of 
the money rightly. Some of it had gone 
into channels where it had no right and 
the balance had been shared by Stein 
and a friend. Freedman complained to 





his attorney, Slade, and Slade laid the 
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J James M, Slade, Middlebury. 
master before the Grievance Committ: | pets me, OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS. 
The case was put into e hands 0 VIRGINIA. ' 
State’s Attorney Williams for prosecu- Henderson N. Bell, Staunton. In many States of the Union laws have been enacted 
tion. At a hearing in June both sides Judge John T. Harris, Harrisonburg. bing certain duties to be by foreign 
pmitted evidence. Stein’s contention Phillip Lockett, Roanoke. corporations which contemplate business in such 
” , WEST VIRGINIA. — i 
was that the money had been used @s it Bleakney Parsons, Davis. States, and affixing = non-com- 
should be, and according to verbal in- WISCONSIN = pnt many yen, Mae motes bom 
structions of Freedman. Judgé Robin- James Simmons, Lake Geneva. a srecatinns ant of Gon 
gon’s order, in legal phraseology, is as Wm. Wilcox Robertson, Montreal, P. Q. with the ay 
follows: “A decree is to be entered dis- Augustin Trudel, Montreal, P. Q. 
placing Attorney Isadore Stein, and for- James Reynolds, oe. Out. 
ever prohibiting him from practicing as . B. Canavan, . ’ 
an attorney at law in the courts of this Robert Shaw, Eingstoa._ Dat. 


State.” 











ES A 


RECENT DEATHS. 
a ¢ . 
ot Corporations. 


Hepburn Wilkins, San Rafael. 
Judge J. E. Bacon, Capistrant. 
ton Ph — aoa f 

Hamilton elps, orwich. ‘ 
Eugene Edwards, Stonington. di est ‘oO 
ee creat. A complete g 4 

Geo. A. Cochran, ashington. 4 

GEORGIA. American corporation 


Judge C. Howard Shipp, Social Circle. 
A. L. Hawes, Thomasville. 


Sage Gviguas Metienten Movie. cases is given in vol. 12 


Alex. 8. Seals, Atlanta. ‘ 

Judge R. H. Jackson, Hoganaville. ury 1 t I he 
Seaborn W. Noland, Villa Rica. Cent D ges ‘ 
Judge M. C. Turner, Villa Rica. 


ILLINOIS. only complete reference 


Newton Tibbs, Marshall. 
Harr: 


vw! Dette Alten. book on the subject. 


Judge Chas. M. Davis, Fort Wayne. 
KANSAS. 


8. C. Lindsey, Kansas City. West Publishing Co., 
KENTUCKY. 1 

D. D, Rayburn, Dixon. St. Paul, Minn. 

Judge B. J. Peters, Mt. Sterling. 

Jugge Oscar Tillett, Lancaster. C2750 


LOUISIANA. 
Judge Basil La Place, New Orleans. 


Sonera 7. oped atin WANTED AND FOR SALE. 
Gilmore Meredith, Baltimore. Notices of Partner Wanted, Clerkships, For Sale, Btc.. 


Eph. G. Polk, Princess Anne. will be inserted under this head, six lines or under. 
Thos. G. Rutledge, Baltimore. . 


Justice Frank H. Deane, Baltimore. 
Joseph 8. Heuisler, Baltimore. . stated 
Ex-Judge Frederick Stone, La Plata. care AMERICAN LAWYER’S 


MASSACHUSETTS. GENCY. Gox 411. New York City. 
John W. McBarron, Roxbury 


Oakes A. Ames, Northeastern, Mass. aeuntk aadilies "S yonre as weit writer, 
MICHIGAN. i +rship with firm needing services 
John Shane, Vinton. lawyer, or both. Prepared to handle Indiana— Morris. Newberger & Curtis, Commercial 
Andrew J. Reeves, Big Rapids. equity practice. Open for proposition first of —_ Building, Indianapolis. 
MINNESOTA. a w-!  lowa— 





figilbeitt 
SH HG 
HT tH 





-eowr eo 
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References. Address “C. E. W.” vare American 

A. Y. Eaton, Buffalo. yers’ Agency. 
MISSOURI. N ATTORNEY in the interior of P Kaness— 
Judge Adam Routszong, Jefferson City. A one of the leading members of the Bar, with over| Kentucky—Pirtle & Trabue, Columbia Bldg, Louis- 
FOutm Mi. Steed, Se. Leute 20 years experience in active practice, in the prepara- | ville. 
NEBRASKA. tion and trial of nearly every variety of causes, and} f,ouisiana— 
Geo. I. Gilbert, Omaha. controlling valuable clientage, wishes to locate in the Maine — 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. ity, d would be pleased to open communication 
Perkins Bass, Peterboro. with come city lawyer or firm, having a large practice, ag ~~ & HODSON, 6 Lexington street, 
NEW JERSEY. with a view to form a connection. A/l corres ence | East, - 
oe Van Hovenberg, Paterson. to be —— Tr es a Massachusetts— 
. L, Blake, Orange. Lawyer,” care of Americ wyers’ Agency, P. O. 
Ex-Judge Manning Freeman, Metuchen. Box iil, New York City. Lg WOOD & HAMMOND, 10 Butler 
NEW YORK. FOR SALE.— Established law and collection office in 

Geo. C. Kimball, Albany. one of the best county seat towns of 16v0 
Peters U. mints Pantiheapele tion in Nebraska. Will sell with or without office 
ye . ene Nae aT a . furniture and library of 200 volumes. Will remain 
William A. Poucher. Oswege. : with purchaser till January !, 1900. Can furnish use| Missouri-Ames & Jones, American Bank Bldg, 
Judge J. C. Powell, Albany. of library, &c., for a year if necessary. Excellent | Kansas City. 
John C. Keeler, Canton, chance for a young man of some experience. Best of | sr ntana 
‘ OHIO reasons for selling. Address “H. L. T.” care Ameri- - 
Jos. D. Taylor, Cambridge. can Lawyers’ Agency, P. O. Box 411, New York City. ebraska— 


Timothy B. Crocker, Cleveland. ~ Have lfved in place| New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 





ANTED.—A law 
Hon. Wm. C. Rose, Cleveland. eighteen years; have good library ~~ New Mexico— 
Noah H. Garner, Columbus. practice; am 60 and want active, indus New Yerk—THE COUNSELORS BUREAU, 52 William 
OREGON. young man, who is willing to work, and can take| ot Now York. 
Ex-Gov, William Wallace Thayer, Portland. charge of trial practice ; will sell an undivided half in- 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


terest in library, office furniture &c., and give equal| North Carolina— 
John M. 8. Robb, Pittsburg. share in business. Town is county seat, 1, North Dakota—BANGS & GUTHRIE, Grand Forke. 
Jomeo DB. Raciens, Puiatcghte. =. om on OM 48. P-E Rin South Dakots Address 
ym. J. racy, Scranton. 


, Ohio— William T. McClure, King Bldg, Columbus 

“ " care La Agency, P. O. 

Pa Dass, Cotontale. Box fi wow York City. aan” x Oregon— PIPES & TIFFT, 708-711 Chamber of Com- 
‘ . eesey, ork. merce, Portland. 
Btepten G. Revd, Fork. Ivania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bldg, Scranton. 
A. Edwin I ker, Norristown. Penney’ . 
ye PATENT ATTORNEYS, | Eeatime 
: t, eee > ie ww 

Henry 8. Floyd, Pittsbure, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, South Carolina— 
William Addison, Pittsburg. WASHINGTON (Washington Co.) South Dakota— 
John W. Wiley, Pittsburg. LAWSON & CO., 312 Indiana ave. Patents and| Tennessco— 
Joseph G. Patton, npn pasent comeee, iy Seqeeiate —_ in’ both | 

RHODE q cpurt prac ven prompt attention. 
Judge Fred. N. Goff, Pawtucket. O'Meara & Co, 813 G st. x Ww. "Refer toColam.| Utah— 
James Oldham ee — bia National Bank. Vermont— Dillingham, Huse & Howland, Montpelier 

’ ILLINOIS. Virginia— 
TEXAS. 
Judge A. O. Cooley, San Antonio, CHICAGO (Cook Co. Washi: gton— 
VERMONT. as counsel practising attorne patent 

Daniel Roberts, Burlington. eauses. All conveniences for taking depositions | Wisconsin—Chas. H. Hamilton,City Hall, Milwaukee. 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


IN UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. 











ino ray 

RICHARD WM. STOUTZ Gincenees SoC nate) 
offices 17 N. Royal st. Collections a 
General law ce. Depositions taken 

fer to First ional Ban na Wee Et Laie 
kauf & Son, — 

= ny GAILLARD, 65 St. Francis 

in all courts, State and United States. 


ten Lo png a te col- 
— and ai ogal onenker 

onal aod Peoy Gerrences iiet Nae 

oe 8 Banks, Mobile. Elsewhere: 

Collector and Commercial 

Lawyer, prety beer Adjuster, North American 

—_— Agency, Attorneys’ The American 












































Monigoners (Montgomery) ........... W. M. BLAKEY 
A at law and notary public, 40}, Commerce 
st. Special attention to commercial collections. 


Refers to Bank of Montgomery, Chandler & Dou- 

erie Br estate and insurance. Attorney for Riv- 

e Brick Co. Will represent foreign creditors 
bankrupt proceedings. 

Q * (Lee) 




























Tempe ( 

‘Tucson* (Pima)... oa _ ene & asin 

Yuma* (Yuma —-- Peter T. Robertson 
Refers to Hon. +4 * Doan, Judge Second Judicial 
District, Flore 






"ARKANSAS. 





eee e eer eweeeeneesene 


eee ees eeeeaeseeseeesee 





Peete ween sees eeeer ees 
setae eases eeeenes 


Seer eee ee eeeenees 


seme ees eeeeseseeseeseee 


eee eees eee eeeeeseeeees 
Seer e eee aseeseeeseeeeee 





Refers to Bank. 
Stockton* (San Joaquin)................. 
Sals Bldg. 


lace. 

Delta* (Delta) .........-ccccccccocee illard Fairlamb 
Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank. 

Denver* (Arapahoe) 

KELLOGG. POST & SHELDON, 600 & 628 Ernest & 
Cranmer Bldg. References on application. 
LINDSEY & PARKS, 712-13-14 People’s Bank Bldg. 
References: The Western Bank, Denver, and 

Buffalo Commercial Bank, Buffalo, N.Y. 


qnemae or gy 815 to weg om 
Refers bi First N 


Lake City* (Hinsdale) ..... -D. 
Refers to the Miners & Merchants’ Bank. 



















Smith* (Sebastian) 
THOMAS BOLES. Land aan, estates and goles 
tions, Ban specialties. Refers 








to American ational Bank. 
P01 FISHER, 600 Garrison ave. cor- 
and real estate law. Special atten- 
to —— in bankruptcy and mer- 


cantile collecti 








eee een eeereeesseee 


Seer eeeseeeeeees 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 





Vien (New Castle) 
WALTER H. HAYES, 839 Market st. Refers to Un. 
jon National Bank of Wilmington. 








WaOHN “TOW A. BARTNEL, 21 0 221 ry Mercantile collee- 


BERRY 4 ry a Fendal! 
Walter V 





Palmetto ( 


eee eee eeee ee steeeeee 


or cl 


eeeeewnenens 
oo eee ee reweesewenee 
«se eeeeeeeeeeee 


GEORGIA. 


4 oense nt acnened ea Ain 
Bank. 





eral law 





Third National Bank of Atlanta. 


McElreath), 717 Temple Court. 
caill ecllootione. References 


(Escambia) 
BLOUNT & BLOUNT. Refer to First Nat'l Bank. 
eas > FISHER, ns See South Palafox st. Refers 


MARSH & CHIPLEY. Refer to Citizens’ a 
St. Augustine* (St. John 


& Son 
HESTER 


A CELREATH. & McELREATH {Wai McElreath, 
Emmett 


Manatee & 
Refer to the Mayor, Postmaster, any merchant 


Sol. Flatea 
Refers to Exchange Bank, Athens and all leading 
Retere to Rca 


Ger- 
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aaceuee . T. Burkhalter 

geese Le. E CARPENTER 

Geo. W. Beckett. Southern Express Co. Bldg. Re- 
fers to Citizens’ Bank of Savannah, Merchants’ 

National Bank. or any other bank in Savannah. 


Jas. R. Cain, Board of Trade Bldg. Refers to the 
Chatham Bank, Savannah. 


Ww . 
° Walter Bennett. 


Toomer & Reynolds. 


Refer to Bank of Waycross. 
Seaborn 
fers to Citizens’ Bank of Waynesboro. 


. Jones 


IDAHO. 
Boise City* (Ada) Idaho Commercial & Collection Co. 
(Ltd). Samuel L. Newton, Mgr. 
Caldwell* (Canyon) .......... .--+0.---. — A. Griffiths 
Refers to Commercial Bank of Caldw 
«+L. “HL. Johnston 





rem (Cook) 
JOSIAH CRATTY, Floor 183, Security Building, 188 
Madison st., a — ae: 

H.C . Fisher, teas; + & Co., hata; 

F. €. Simmons & Co sitions 
betore Alice Manning, Notary Public. room 1308. 

(See card.) 


—e =. WESLEY H. i 417 Ashland 
ry: Jlark AS ee ey Refer to 
303 Dearborn 


at. and Chicago 
Bank, 6235 South Halstead st. ~ 


— H. LEACH, 4056 Tacoma Bldg. Practice 
all courts. Special atten attention given to col- 
lootiows, Cc 8, insurance, commercial 
and real estate law. Refers to American Bond 
ing & Trust Co., Chicago. 


vas Copervens A8 ry one J. aA Panree. | w: 
95 & 97 Uiark ot st. oy and Nalectionn Bk. 
tlementa and securities. (See card.) 


Paso (Woodford) 
Fairfield (Waraet Hen x 
Refers to em, eens SO, Bankers. 


pat ETE eae 


ik of t Breeport._ 


Fulton Se Baro 


Colas , } 
a ercsional Beak Bidg. “A for 
ane aie k, Oneida 8 State Hank. 
P Wand” Banker, Wategs, Il; 
Bank's Sf Londen Mills, London Mills, Di 
Greenup (Cumberland)............. . Send to Mattoon 


Harrisburg* ( -Choisser, Whi tley & Choisser 
Refers to City City National Bank of Harvebarg. 


Bi cnccacocconcsncsenclty ie 
ery TY Banking Co. of Momence. 
Monmouth* (Warren. .J. B. Brown 

Haters tothe Peoples and Second National Banks, 


Pekin* (Tazewell) 
Rahn & Black. Refer to any bank in the city, 
also First National Bank, Petersburg. 


* (Peoria) 
HENRY C. FULLER. At for Anthony Loan 
& Trast Co. — " 


Pontiac* (Livingston) Harry G. Greenebaum 
Refers to any bank in Livingston County. 

Princeton‘ 
mcy* (Adams) 

e H. B. COFFIELO, 510% Hampshire st. Commercial 
law and collections. Refers to State Sav 
Lean & Trust Co. and Ricker National Bank. 

L. E. EMMONS, Jr. Refers to Ricker National Bank. 


ree 


Saybrook (M: See Bloomington 

Se cfd CHAFEE & CHEW 
ational Bank of § heb A x 

Serente (Bend! eeccecsccccccccs D. Matney 


PALMER. aN —, ,* — — 


attorneys B. & 0., mS 
torneys Illinois Cantral vik Co. “Prasciee te in 
all courts. Refer to any bank in city. 


Streator (LaSalle)...........-.«.....--. 


8 . . W. Danton 

(Christian) . James M. Taylor 

Refers to H. M. Vandeveer & Co., bankers. 

Toledo* (Cum w. 

Toulon (Stark)... wt 

¥ Refers Vd Bank of Burge, “Dewey & —_, = 
andalia* (Fayette enry 
Waterloo* (Monroe) Chas. Morrisop 

sae io 





Qhillicothe (Peoria) . ...Send to Peoria 
Danvers (MoLean).. ° 
(Vermillion| 


are . 
). ~- Joslyn & 


eccnce cecccescecscees J. 


INDIANA. 
rerny (Madison) ..............J. B. 


en Ciipley) 








New Harmony (Posey) George C. Taylor 
Refers to to New Harmony Banking Co. 

Oakland City (Gibson) Chas. D. Osborn 

Refers to People’s State Bank of Oakland City. 
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gg tee 
Dotaw Ration) “Hane, WePHERREN 

pom” ers ~yy Farmers & Merchants. Bat 
Refer ‘ts Bank * hf Minco, ‘Mineo. ind. Ter., and 
Bank of Chickasha. 

Mulhirow (North Dist) Te Thos. J. Watts 
Refers to T. Born and Winchester Martin, 
attorneys, Fort Smith, Ark. 


x (Creek Nation) 
HARRISON 0. SHEPARD. Collect anywhere in the 
Territory. 
boasséenequene J. A. Tilloteon 


E. Cam nt merchant. 
hibidians of eee | ~T ae 
ational Bank 





Nowata sos 
Refers to 


Vinita (Cherokee Nation) 
BLUE & WILSON. Commercial law and mercantile 
cellections. Correspondents answered and re- 
pa ener made ——e- Refer to First Na- 
tional Bank, Vinita. 
J.C. Starr. Refers to T. S. Remsen, merchant. 
Wagoner (Creek Nation Craig & Kellogg 


IOWA 

rrrey| pSdsGusocdosseseess conces Danie) Eiler 

a EE FE RSS F. E. Gates 
Afton" (Union)...........-- --.---H. P. Armitage 
fe ¥F. M Curtiss 
Anamosa‘ (Jones) . FRET TA CSS C. M. Brown 
Anita (Cass) -.....- Haynes & Peterson 
Armstrong (Emmet; to Estherville 
Atilantic* fCnss edipnens Boorman 
Ayrshire (Palo A to) Scud to Emmetaburg 

° 
Baldwin (Jackson) to keta 
Barnum (W 
Batavia (Jefferson) 
Bedford* (Ben ; 
Belleplaine er 
» ibaren) Send to Fairfi 

ay oon ‘ 
Bode (Humboldt) Send to Humboldt 
Burlington” os Moines).....-..---- eile & Cooper 
Calmar (Winneshiek) to Decorah 
Carroll* ( a tia eliniamerdmabeeaninl C. E. Re 
Cedar Falls +g . H. Merner 





Om*LBERT T. COO rT. COOPER, Security re: ayek ite, 
VF ~ 5 


CRISSMAN & HOLBROOK, Cedar Rapids Savings 
Bank Refer to —— 


Bank we Tacourity Ban Savings Bank ” 


ome 4 = HUGHES. Commercial and corporation 

—— attention to collections and de- 

positions ractice in al] courts. et ad 
Refers to Cedar Rapids National 

American Trust & Savings Bank, L. Wallace 

& Son, and Central Sowenaper Union of Cedar 


Charles or ( a a P. W. Burr 
Refers to the Citizens’ National Bank. 

Charter Oak (Crawford) ...............- L. E. Goodwin 

aay ~ oe (Cherokee)................. M. WAKEFIELD 


Refers to uae ae — 2? A general law 
practice. ections an estate litigation, 
specialties. Notary public. 





Des Moines* (Polk 
CUMMINS, HEWITT & WRIGHT, Youngerman Block. 
Refer to lowa National and Valley Nat’) Banks. 


DUDLEY & COFFIN. Refer to the Iowa Loan & 
Trust Co. and Marquardt Savings Bank. Gen- 
fection law tN Ba as equipped col- 


Du ooo 
u ON A LYON. Cor. 5th & Main sts. Refer to First 
National Adams 














Estherville* (Emmet b) «== -wansersnvenes Geo. W. Adams 
Refers to First Nat'l Bank and Bank of Estherville 
Fairfield* (Jefferson) ....................- E. R. Smith 
Fonda (Pocahontas) weussasceevsedéests Z. C. Bradshaw 
Fort Dodge* (Webster) .... ...............- F.) PARR 
law and collections. Refers to Fort 
National Bank. 
Garner ( , sy Ms & Taskenes 
tone 
Glasgow (Jefferson) to Fairfield 
Glen wood* (Mills) 8. 
Glidden (Carroll) Kitt W. Marean 
Gowrie (Webster) Send to Fort Dodge 
Graettinger (Palo Alto) Send to Emmetsburg 
Grinnell* (Poweshiek .--Haines & L: 
Grundy Center* (Grund Elisha A. frery 
Guthrie Center* (Gu' Wm. D. Milligan 
burg* Hammond & Stevens 
Hampton‘ ( =a A. Harriman 
Harlan* (Shel T. R. Mockler 
Refers to She elby County Bank of Heston. 
Hartle: ag autiiie aitiainiine tin ea 4 P. Briggs 
ers to Hartley State Bank 
Co., bankers. - My 
Hawarden (Sioux)............... w 
Humboldt (Humboldt) nike-ateal Prouty, 


Ida Grove* (Ida).... ...... ...... H 
Seana” one 





oe ee eeeewecece 





Thos. Stapleton 


aspecialty. Loans and abstracts made. 


ee). inne nee —" i yy me 
Mason (Cerro Gordo) ..... aol F. A. Kirschman 
Missouri * dinggola pocnenénens Frank Tamisiea 
Mount Ayr* ( Deewasocesacecs E. C. MeMastere 
_s ~~ =) paqece suene sail Babb & Babb 
Nashua 

eola (Potta’ 








(Fa 
Orange City* (Sioux)................. -Orr & Te Paske 
OSs te the iniichall Gomi eae 
Sieur Oiled eee 
Sian didi 
Ottamwa* (W: & = 






and 






ations oer «Aig — es re tte 

ers to Iowa = First nos B’k. 

Rock inne penccssseasocosesbed G. Reiniger 
the State Bank and eet Bank. 
Rolfe (Pocahontas) ..................cseees c.C. 


Sioux Citys (Woodbury) 







H. 1. en, Securi Refers to Securi 
LoWR GARDINER & et . : 
’ —- Tide. Colleo- 


Refer to Merchants’ and Met Banks. 
Sioux Rapids (Buena Vista)............ D. F. Johnstoa 
Spencer* (Clay)................... Buck & 
Spirit Lake" Weaneemeeeremeyh oe 











fam loko (Buena Vista) ..... ences. Mack 

‘ama (Tama)............... Scesécdoes W.S. 

Tr 24 |... RRSP Preston 
T i cndeubescachdas siknsiite W.B 
Traer oa. beogascad . 6a cécockégenal Exdicot 
Villisca RCEROTG) oo cdcccesccccccces .E 
We Rc ckccccccs cccacéabanesssss. 


First N 


Horton 


(Sheridan)............ eenaiee w. 
Refers to Sheridan County Bank of Hoxie. 
Gumboldt* J ccccccecces acnaccenntd 
Hutchinson* (Reno)............+.-s0-+- 
Jetmore* Deacocecce eeececceeess BE. V. Lants 
Jewell (Jowell). ..........---- 
Junction ( Pocncae «oees-..0- B, Rairden 
ee 


A eral law practice in all courts; no and 
stenographer fn off office. Refer to LS tee in 
Leavenworth. 


Bt Soha (Beadfrd, 


ice in 
ae re 


eee eee nee ee eeeee » 


eee eeeeeeeeaseees 


Leavenworth* (Leavenworth)...... Cc. R. MIDDLETON 





soesees- Cy a. 





Brown) 
Refer to First National Bank here or any other 
bank in Brown County. Notary in office. 


eee eee eeeeneeee 








--R. A 
Santa Fe* ——......... ..c.W 
sovees ooo Hagan & 


eee eee Cee ee eeeeee wédeodSe w. 


yt 


tei 


ay 


A. 
- Perkins 











alt lt a 





— s 


a ee 
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, an 


fenece* 
StUUEL K. WOODWORTH. Refers to First Na- 
Stowell & Nold. Refer to First National Bank. 









Centre* (Smith)........... pbodsovuhal E. 8. Rice 
PRED cosnecsnsuscocnviens- onde W. B. Ham 
Topeka* (Shawnee) 

GEORGE A. HURON. Prompt attention to mercan- 
tile . Refers to First National, 
Merchants’ Natienal and Central Nat’) Banks 

Topeka. Practice in all courts 


eee eeeeee 


eee ee wewrewee 


KENTUCKRY. 
-seeceee-D, W. Stele, Jr. 
W. W. Mansfield 































(Fayette . W. 
Refers to betingtos City National Bank. 
LOUIS VILLE* (Jetterson) 
BARNETTS a POSTON, 250 Fifth st. Attorneys for 
Louisville National Co. 


and German 

= sgh -- © la 
iW, 

specialties. 

Mayfield" (Graves) .. oeeeeeeeee- ke O. Hester 
Gwe conccucsesaserenes Johnson 
Siviecocscceseonsgounnl Chas. A. Wood 
Bapateld > Beil & Davis 

to any bank or business house in county. 
Sterlin H. R. Prewitt 

Refers to 











Ome e mee eweneennns 


tice in State and Federal courts. 


MAINE. 
Ashland (Aroostook)...............- am 8. Thornton 
Refers to Geo. R. Gardner, J: of Probate. 
Auburn* (Androscoggin). Oakes fer & Ludden 


Refer to the National Shee & Leather Bank and 
First National Bank, both of sa. 
a 





James Archibald 
( » .Oakes, Pulsifer & — 
Refer to Lewiston Trust & Safe Deposit Co. and 
First National Bank, both of Lewiston. 
™ The N: Comm A Collecting Agency 
G. A. Gordon, Manager. Refer to ) Fn me 
Falls Trust & Banking Co. 
Oldtown (Penobscot)...........-.....-- Scott 
Refers to Eastern Trust & Banking Co., Oldtown 
Pittafield (Semerest) ES a al Abel Davis 
Refers to Pittsfield National Bank. 
Kennebec 


MARYLAND. 
Annapolis* (Anne Arundel) 


TIMORE (Baltimore) 
HODSON & HODSON, 6 Lexingston st., East. Com 


law a special . Collection depart 
ment oe camped. Reter er to any wholesale 


CHARLES MORRIS ‘wowans, 700 and 701 Equitable 

Bldg. Refers to Real Estate Trust Co., Na 

tional Mechanics’ Bank and National Exchange 
Bank of Baltimore. 

MUSGRAVE, BOWLING & HALL, ri Dative. 
Commercial kinglaw. Notary in 
Members Attorneys’ National Clearing eae. 
References: Fidelity & Deposit Co. and Na 
tional Exchange Bank. 


w. Wierchamta Protect! 10 a Puce age 


Notary and ae of poems @ in 
office. Robert W 


Mobray. Counsel. ore to P 's Bank, 
Merchante National Bank, National Exchange 
Bank and Commercial & oo Bank. 

Bel Air* (Harford) bert S. Hawkins 
Refers to Second National aa of Bel Air. 


Hancock (Washington)....... 
crm tre to ye te re at Bank. 


Gordon Tull 
Refers to 8 Serings Da Bank of Somerset County and 


Bank of Crisfi 


Company. Boston Belting Co., —— & 
Fai quhar and Williams & & Everett, Boston 
THE MERCANTILE LAW COMPANY 
{ under the ~. of Massachusetts) 
ford street, Boste 
LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 
Beverly K. Moore, Preset. D. L. Bowers, Treas. 
K Moore & Burbank, General Counsel. 
MOULTON, LORING & LORING, 31 State st. Refer 
to Old gad Trast Co. and the Globe Ne 


AUGUSTINE H. READ, Attorney at Law, 20 Devon 
shire st. lect > 


"., co) ions 
|b f Deeds and N: Public 
Counsel for READS AGENCY. © Refer to 


Oliver Diteon Co., Jordan, Marsh & Co. and 
eon paaal 


eee teem en ee eeeeee 








Fitchburg* (Worcester).............. Charles H. Blood 
Foxboro (Norfolk)...... -...-- w. 
Refers to Wm. B. Crocker, Pres’t Foxboro Sav. B’k. 
Gloucester (Essex)........... eaekitiel _ eo | 
Hanspanire eee 
Haverhill (Rates) pan cientidiihiedhibien be 
a inte 


eee eee eeee ene senaee 


fer to any National bank in Worcester. 





MICHIGAN. 


& Clark 
illiams & Sep 
( . H. Cobh 
Bad Axe* (Huron t H. Hall 
= ae lciinenddbeediccsswtased J §. Steddard 
aire’ ( Pecoccecccccce .- Leavitt & Guile 
Battle Creek (Calhoun)..........-- Hamilton & Phelps 
Com d corporation p aa aaa at- 

ap ee 
tention given to collections mae 9 Me on Lg 

»c Watervieit, Eau Claire, Bernen 

and Bridgman. References, 

& Merchants’ Bank of Benton Harbor. 

Rrown City Bank and Exchange Bank 


Refers to 





wees cee eens eeenee 








DETROIT* 
WILLIAM {W- TANUARY, 12 Telegraph Block. Mem- 
ber Commercial Law League of America. Re- 
me omy R. A. ‘Alger. 
SAYLES, WOOD & HAMMOND, 10 Butler Bailding. 
Commercial, corporation and real estate law. 


Eaton Rapids (Eaten)...........-...- 
Fimt™ (Gemeseo)............-.----- 



















=e a a Micbi- 





to ‘old National 
a ‘eave & DENISON, 1011-1015 Michi-. 
gan Trust Co. General Cor- 
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Tronwood (Gogebic)............ ......---- UL* Trenton* (Grundy)...........-.s0«+. 
Gohening ( ~ senate Hayden & Young | —$. P. CROSBY, 610-611 Globe Building =| ‘Troy (Lincoln).....-.-.-.-..--2,.20.-..8t 
Jackson* (Jeckson).-.-.-....... .... J. H. Zaver & Co | saint Peter* (Wioollet)..........+-++-2-++2 ak: Trt are to People's Bank of trop. ot Ss Pome 
aud The Woekbad thee, Oo nl tenet (Washingwoa)....--.-.--. S. Blair McBeath | Unionville (Putnam)............. H. Bonfoey 
Kalamasoo* (Kalamazoo esiteenen Two Harbors* (Lake) .................-.- ohn Versailles* (Morgan)............ Henry M. Washbara 
P. R. McKernan Attorneys for Merchants’ Bank of Winona. Webb City ( aaper) Semen ewer eeeeee Wittich « Devore 
CAHILL & WOOD | Zumbrota (Goodhue)...................- J. H. Farwell | Winona (Shannon).............-+-+++++- J. W. Chilton 
E. 
ette)...... Chas. eee & Son -*caaeanianablon MONTANA. 
& M berdeen* (Monroe)............-.-.--+--+- G. OC. Paine * (Yellowstene).........+++.+---+-- G. A. 
Ruseell & McNamara | $ Bay St. Louis" (Hancock) Bowers, Challe & MeDonala Boulder (Jefferson) Se asehesbkaaeae Thomas T = 
.. William J. Gilbert Brockhaven* Lincoln) .......... wa LB. Easterling pena ven wteteteeeeeceneeeeeence J. L. Staats 
q ers mmercial Bank of Brookhaven. Silver Bow 
( ) Dart & Canton* (Madison)...............-.....--.- ¥. B. Pratt WELLCOME & agers. ed to W. A. ee & 
Refer to S. Rosenthal & Son and First State Bank. Clarkedate* (Coahoma) ............... John W. Cutrer Brother, J. Mercantile 
Paes Cotiet) heccdutosnnbes. s¢ John H Patterson | © onville* (Washin ; Jes. M. Cashin Co. and M Montana Hardware Oo. of Butte, 
Port Huron* (St. es ns | pale i Mneee Refers to Merchants & Planters’ — : Dillon* (Beaverhead)............-.----. W. 8. Barbour 
Refer to F. M. Taylor, Commercial Bank or any | Greenwood* (Leflore).........-... MeCiaag | Seggere (WeBAT) «soe. vescnnseree soon John J. Kerr 
in city. oe (Harrison) .......... Send to Missias! =, 
Romeo ( (Macomb) ..... nenmbhseeaee Cc. C. THORINGTON ORE CNET vcccce coctacbidcdaiced Great Falls* (Cascade).......... ........ M. M. L 
Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. Seiy Garten” Charbel snsousioqgddiidbdihe R. F. Fant | Hamilton ( Ruapesccssebuceced A. 
eo. 5  bewfones Jackson” ( ae Williamson & Potter | Helena* (Lewis & Ularke).......... Edward C. Russd 
age yee Eddy Bidg. Pe Prac- McComb City (Pike). =e «+++ see+-Quin & Williams ee a ( Dp eccccccccscccesccs oC. Wininger 
engage a agg Mae «en CO pea on oe alg White Saipbur Springs” (ideagher) —s 
t. Refers to aenal Mise {Gitys Cian (Harrison) Won Pe as eee 
and — Bank of East Sagina’ ry y* (Harrison) ............. 
Onmmmiocshons and corporat poration prac ag at- ser (Baar) CHARLES SCOT . KA 
ion practice. > ) L TT & E. H. WOODS 
tention given to ecti through Berrien Coun- Refer to Hanover National Bank. Sor York, and NEBRAS 
&, nesenne yee Pe rane — <—— en Springs, Memphis National Bank, Memphis, T enn. sesweee Daren eoecceneccess 5 oa Ww 
. ae hants’ Bank of Benton Harbor. Scranton’ (Jackson) Bullard & Bullard | Auburn* (Nemaha).............. Seott 





West Bayt : 
West Branch? (Qgemaw 
Ypsilanti (W: 
Ada* ) 
7a Vian euibatonnieaaele D. R. P. Hibbs 
rn 
Sasi’ (owes) 
Caruthersville (Pemiscot) .............. 
aa ‘Crow Wi Refers to the Caruthersville Bank. 
DULUTH?’ (St. Clinton* (Hi 
PEALER & FESLER, Palladio Bldg. Mercantile Saenkie: (Boone) 
=< Se e collections. Attorney for the 
4 Forsyth* (Taney) 
RICHARDS = CRANDALL, : 514 Chamber of Com- | Gainesville* (Ozark 
merce B' Collections and commercial busi- : 
ness. nest ee oye seheenees furnished on | gannibal Marion) Ww. H. 
RICHARDSON & DAY. Refers to First Nat'l and German-American Banks 
a—a,? specialty. efor to any bank fe | Harrisonville (Uase)...... JERRY CULBERTSON 
Duluth, and St. Paul National Bank, St. Paul. Refers to Allen Banking Co. 
Bairmont* (Martin)....... .......... De Forest Ward ee ee. tbe du eceees —. N Hamilton 
Pe the County Bank. Refer ett Banking Co. of 
Falla" (Otter ‘alii .--~ Ghauncey LBaneet ne es 
cceccees unce . Baxter ad ecccecccesees 
wa kefars t ‘ergus Falls and First National Banks. | Jefferson City* eas ses ccecepuces a 6 Fisher 
ane e y) 2s Joplin (Jasper) ............-.--.----+----0. W. Reese 
Henderece * ( bley KANSAS CITY* (Jackson) . enaeee Abbott & Pickard 
iton* (Lincoln) . Kingston* (Caldwell) ................... Wm. McAf 
Lakefield (Jackson) “H. G. La i. 
Refers to Citizens’ State Bank of Lakefield. Kirksville* (Adair) J. C. Storm 
Little Falls* ag 801) Lexington* (I afayette) OD fe Sn. 
Lindbergh, wUeRECKT & ts Raniah. Macon" ( 
Long Prairie* (Todd).................. ty Marshall* (Saline) sabe 
Mankato* (Blue Earth) eccccesoaccoocesos ne a. wi Marshfield* Webster) 
Commercial law and collections nogeemee attended Ma rs DeKalb) 
to. Refers to First National and National M yeville* Scotland 8 
Citisens’ Bank. Mexivo" (Andrain). 
Marshall (Lyon)...............--- Seward & Burchard ( ) 
Refer to Lyon County National Bank and First | ¥ Clewsn) 
ae ergy Nevada’ (Vernon) 


A. ri ANDERSON, 47 ‘Washin nm Av., So 
Manager fo 


r United Claim Agen gence {incor 
). ‘Attends to all kinds of leg basi- 


— in S. ——. Able — active 
lectors an towns," Calectons a 

in oben yd all towns me, com 

appraisals of values of 


melading co and moi 


7 taken. Special ve 


rer 


— Sr ast Hen 6 « FIFIELD, 920-930 Lumber 
mand real 


iT. LOUIS. 
cinta tate lam, 8 utes “Refer to Flour City F. H. SULLIVAN, 523 Security Bidg. Will i peoction 
or any bank or jobbing house in State and United States Courts, including 
in Minne Minneapo! causes in bankruptcy. Refers to Continental 
Montevideo" (Cuinpewa) ecoscccocses Lynder A. Smith National Bank. 
Moorhead* (Clay)........-.-..--- James M. Witherow | gavannah* 
General law practice and collections. Refers to | sodalia* (Pettis)..........-.....--. 
Moorhead National Bank and Bradstreete. nn RI Re 
Pinc —_ 0 ree 8. SU De ee ee 


State Bank of Pin 


G. L 
Refers to Bank of Rush City, Minn., and First 
Minn. 


e City, 


(Goodhue)........--..-.- 
sceeccesenee A Stockton* Joc ccccccccccesccccccess 
Refer to First National and Nat'l . | Stargeon ( 2 acer ear she ae ..--T 8. Cmter 
Saint Clond* ( Focnconnevewsd & Roeser Tonge Rrbdnepéaaevoscoousctuaies .8. M. Meeks 
Saint James" (Watonwan)............ 8. Hammond All legal promptly attended to. 





come ee? 
nape ge L. Pope & Co. 


Poplar Biuff* 
Refers to 





nang ne poe -STAUBER, CRANDALL & STROP 
German-American Bank Building. 















Sestings*¢ 
Hayes ure” (Hayes)...........-..----- C. A. Ready 
Hebron* (Thayer) «ees-+ sooeee Thos. C. Marsball 
owe a (Pedge) 2.000. 0200. cocccccee. & Reed 
Holstein (Adams)....... W. 8. MeAuley. Estab. 1*88 
Howell (Colfax) ..............-----+- to Schuyler 
Hyannis* (Grant) .............-..---- . Mi 
pennpasseigeunoteten ,——— ra 


Lincoln* (Lancaster) 
BROADY & aan Commercial law and collec 
tions. Refers to Columbia National Bank. 








Nelson (Nuckolls) ..................-...- H. W. SHORT 
Attorney, N Pune and Collector. Twenty- 
five years oy in the courts of Nebraska 
Rererences banks of Nelson. 

Nerfolk* (Madison) .... Geo. A. Latimer 

North Platte* (Lincoln) -.. Jd. 8. H 

Oakdale* (Amsalepes caneteccegpasuneancees J. F. 

oe Sccnéceauksasceeseous Send to Schu 


IOHN W W. BATTIN, 412 New York Life Bldg. Refers 
to Nebraska National Bank of Omaha and 
' Omaha Gas Company. - 
A. yo Attorney General of Ne 
, : Seite bi xy Y. Life Bldg. Refers 
any poms oa in Omaha. 
O’Neill* eon pcwctconcssos cegeeesceseeee T. V. Golden 
> Fines National Bank, O'Neill. 
THOMAS L. HALL 
ational Banks at Ord. 
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Bandolph (ote. Riaddccchsaasoabunaii 









blican City (Harlan).................- N. J. Ludi 
Refers to ee ‘ity Bank. 
Rising City (Butler) Elwood S. Jones 
(Butler). . 
— (Sheridan)... occccceccoccescceccnd 
Garonville Deccecece cocoseesesdeees 
S6R* CEA) ccccccccccccecccescesces W. |. ALLEN 
Seward" (Seward)....... 
Shelton (Buffalo) 
feath Omaha ( Douglas) 
&. Edward (Boone)..... 
&. Paul* (Howard)....... 
Granton* (Stanton). .............cecess---- 
Stromsb SEED ccnndsecesccccsntucons E. E. Stanton 
Guperior (Nuckolls) ...............e0-0-- F. M. Sweet 
(Clay)........ a, ve 
enh thee seewescccccesesscccsescess C. 
GBeRRAEM) cococe soccccccesese M B C. True 
GID soubcctecdscantsondspadia C. M. Skiles 















NEVADA. 
ppeasedceebondcoses Walter C. Soynet 














Austin* (Lander 


o:90D Le (Oreaby) pacanseceseneguspesennes 
eonecececoce - Wobster 
--Geo. D. Pyne 


Reno* (Washoe)............ 


ee mnewenenee 












Uoncord” ( ) 

Dover* oun 

franklin (Me Deces 

Franklin Falls (Merrimack).......... Send to 

« So EE 

Great F (Strafford)........... to Somersworth 

4 * ( SEP ccaccceecses & Faulkner 

Laconia* (Belknap) ------ Jewett & Plummer 

Cancaster™ (Coos) ..........cccceccereee- 

Manchester* ( Hifisbers) ..Buruham, Brown & Warren 

Nashua’ (Hillsboro) eoccessedcousoss William J. M 

Newport* (Sullivan)....... qrccccetesesecese A. 8. W 

og wd (Hillsboro) . -+-----dames F. Brennan 

Refers to the First National Bank of Peterboro. 
Portsmouth (Rockimgham)......... Samuel W. Emery 
(Strafford)............ te 

(Strafford)............... Wm. F. Russell 

Whitefield (Coos) areceseecece-e+O. BE. Wright 

Walfhoro «Oarroll)............cccccecceses 8. W. Ab 

Woodsville (Grafton) ................. Smith & Sloane 











Camden* (Camden)........ 2. CHAS. L. . 
317 Market ~ Refers to Security ‘Trast & Safe 
Deposit Co. 

Cape May City* (Cape May)...... Jas M. E. Hildreth 

entipc caccednatd RICHARD F. HENRY 





Eee eee eer tr 






to N.J. Title Guaranty & Trust 
Lambertville (Hunterdon) ....... Walter F. Hayhurst 
gins (Monmouth) 
P. Fay, Counselor at law. 
ee - Prechold,.J.1 215 Law, 12 West 
st., Freeho! Broad wa Long 
N.J. N Public. Genaninedon 


Branch, otary er 
of Deeds for New York and Pennsylvania. 


$enasquan (ticnmenth) seseseccecass Parker & Pearce 
( Send to Freehold 


ork (Morris) 
Guy Minton. Refers to First National Bank. 
Charles A. Rathbun. Refers to a tp Trust 
Co. and Morris County Savings Ban 

















Plainfield (Union) 


— e W V.Moy. Refers to First National Bank 
Plainfield and McKesson & Robbins. New 


York ity. 
Isaac P. Runyon. Refers to City National Bank, 
Rushmore & Co. and eR Bros., butchers. 


ienceten ‘Mercer).... ‘a A. — 
(Union) ........ 
Rod Bank (Monmouth)... “eedeins & yo 


Ratherford a. 
Refers to Chas arrows, eashier People’s Bank & 
Trust Co. and Cook Conkling of ae 
Somerville* (Somerset) . L. Griggs 
Refers to see National Bank of Somerville 
Trenton* (Mercer 

Samuel Walker, Jr., 105 E. State st. 
Wood ood bridge mod Send to New Brunswick 
Woodbury | Mddlewex secccsesece David O. Watkins 


NEW MEXICO. 
mue* (Bernalillo) ......Thos. N. Mags 
nion) E. Smith 


Albuq 
Hast Law 


Cae apa foam Higa . Geo saics 
Silver City* ( WF maene- eecesecs oon NES & APrEL 
Refer to ‘o Sliver ity National ; 
Sidbbdtadieeneds eaneues J. D. Brooks 
NEW YORE. 
Adams (Jeftarson).................-.-- Fred. B. Waite 
Albany” Giew Reiibintieusas —~ & LAWYER 
(Chases uchanan, mE 79 Cone 
References: First Natfonal "t 


| #. B k and National Sav'gs B’k of & a. 
(Montgomery 


Sisietbess< Sullivan & Burke 

Auburn* (Cayuga)................- Louis K. R. Laird 

Refers to National Bank of Auburn. 
Batavia* (Genesee) ...........--....-- Arthur E. Clark 
Bath* (Steuben).... ... F 
Belmont* (A in eine sweseedte cecoese Vv. A. Wi 
Binghamton“ ( Davtignences. cones Carver & Deyo 
Brockport ( th chedecananeeobe Send to 
tit tcapst (Kings) See New York City. 


CHARLES. 't. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 53 & — 
also 309 Broadway, New York Ci 
Canefal conscientious attentien 
all kinds of legal business, includin 
and depositions. Refer to City National Bank 
and German Bank. 
CLINTON & age 1012 Guaranty Bldg. Refer to 
Marine Bank of Buffalo. 


Cambridge (Washington). ............ Eliot B. Norton 


Canajoharie (ientqumery ery)....C. W. &J. C. WHEELER 


A law practice. Refer to National Spraker 
Bonk k and Cannjoharie National Bank. 


* (Ontario) .. -Henry M. Field 
Refers to McKechnie & Co., bankers. 





Catakill* (Geeene) B. Olney 
Refers to Catekill Nat'l and Tanners N Nat'l Banks. 


Cc. Refers to State B’k, Chatham,N.Y. 
mS Dardess. Refer to State Bank, ‘Chat 


Ss 

) FAYETTE E. 

to Bradstreet’s and the a XK Bank. 
Keeseville ( (Reser) Piineennnonpehaceecenea N. T. Hewitt 


Ister) 
mn TEWCOMB & METZGER. A general law 
in State and Federal courts. Co in- 
surance and commercial law, specialties. Col- 
lections — made. 


(Nw )---00 Joshua 
Malobe® (Sraniitn) aeacdoces "FREDERICK G. PADDOCK 
References: People’s Nat’! Overs ee 
Marathon (Cortland).................Send to Cortland 
Massena (St. Lawrence) ............ ..John C. Crapser 
Pacuceccceccecss John C. R. 


Middletown 
Mount Vernon ( 





Mount Mate” Cestingten at teil Walter os ‘Bemewe 
¢ Peccenctotcdceceese & German 
New Branswick* (Middlesex)..... R. Schenck 
Refers to National Bank of iiow dees Jersey and Peo- 
ple's National — vo 
Ovean (Cape May)............. Albert A. Howell 
ew sccccoucee- coneeehiiae 5 Pore 
SPORE) oc cccdcidocsccocicsctshios Wm. W. Scott 
Paterson (Passaic).......... ...s2- James G. Blauvelt 


New ( 


. James W. Miller | 


NEW YORK* (New York) 

BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 
a McWILLIAMS, 31 Nassau st. 
pane Ra "ictional ational. Bank, ‘National 
= 
Union Bank, Merchants’ National Bank and 
Manhattan 
sneer 


tr. prec) rat in State and 
pedi atten to cases 
n't ign cs back page.) 
JAMES C. yesem, ogee) Bidg, 280 Broadway. 
General law practice and consulting counsel. 
BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 
POWELL & CADY, ae 


foes 


eee ee eens ete eeeeee 


Potedam (St. Lawrence) ............- 
Refers to J. eae — sno 8 Bary 
of Potedam. 


‘ederal courts. 
x) Dank cod Union Trast Cs. 
business. 


Hill (Washington).. ..... Grenville 

a yal my ome ere oe od 
Saratoga Springs (Saratoga) ..........-. W. P. Butler 
fe to Chae. B. Gove, cashier Saugertion 
Ts to xe, cashier 
and First National Bank + 


Guilford) A. M. SCALES 
Successor to Shaw & Scales. Attorney for City 
National Bank, Southern Stock Ins. Co., Under- 
writers Ins. Co. and refers to any bank or business 
man in Greensboro. 

dreenville* (Pitt)................ onsinwed Small & Long 
Gigh Point (Guilford)...... ...... Stedman & Ragan 
en Es Point, the Bank 
Teensboro, 3... or any business 

man in Point. ° 
Jefferson* (Ashe).................. Send to Sutherland 
Lexington* (Davidson).............. Walser & Walser 
Maxton (Robesen)...................--- B. F. McLean 





New ( 


















oe 
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Raleigh* ( 





Southern Railway 
INO, W. HINSDALE. 
and 




































NORTH DAKOTA. 


BISMARCKE* ‘Burleigh 
A. T. PATTERSON. ; 


Dickinson™ (Stark). 
Refers to First National Bank. 


ae) BARNET, Rooms 7 & 8 Morton B 
General 


to in Wilkeme Ward, 





ee 


(Gallia)........ eeccesceees Send to Galli 
Chillicothe: citer a. enccnescocescceceees Wilby G. 








4. B ANDREWS, J Commercial la Refers 
. r. iw. to 
Citizens’ Nati . Lecal counsel for 


Boxboro* (Person)........... ........ m. D. Merritt 
Rutherfordton* (Rutherford).... ........... S. Gallart 
Refers to Bank of Rutherfordton. 
Shelby* (Cleveland)................... Gidney & Webt 
e* (Iredell) ............... Turner 
Sutherland (Ashe).............. ......-. W.R. Lovill 
Refers to A. D. Reynolds, Bristol, Tenn. 
Whiteville’ (Columbus) ....... Williamson & Stephens 
Refer to Clerk of Court, ter of Deeds and 
Sheriff of Columbus County, N. C. 
h A _ roe tices  Senad rag W. Stubbs 
j ew Hanover)........... Manning 
W nston* (Foraythe).............. Jones & Patterson 


Bathgate (Pembina).................... Burke & Vick 
Refers to the Bismarck Bank. 


Bottineau (Bottinean)................. Send to Towner 
Cando* (Towner) ..............- ...... Frank D. Davis 
Refers to Towner «eed Bank of Cando. 
Nevil’s Lake* (Ramsey). ............-. E. £4 omens 
Refers to First Netonal Bank of 


ae G. ‘aan. 


A. D. Flemington 
lock, Broad- 


a Refers to Red River 
Valley N Bank and Merchants’ State 
Bank, F . and Hon. Chas. A. Pullock, 
Judge D.s Court. 
Grafton* (Walsh).................... Phelps & Phelps 
ate Grafton Natioral Bank. “a 
Forks* (Grand Forks)...... ...Tracy R. Bangs 
Harvey ( SL Send to Towner 
BS” CEs ccccéiciccds scoccescscees J. F. Selby 
ae 4 (Lamonre)........... epg ce 
to State of igeley. N First 
See Bank of Kulm, N. D.; James River v letional 
Bank of Jamestown N.D 

Leeds (Benson)................. Send to Towner 
Mandan* (Morgan)..................+..--- KW. shaw 
En si cacamacenecadvenee Send to Towner 

Northwood (Grand Forks) ............ M. V. we 
Say Send to Towner 
Steele* (Kidder)........... ... ---Charles H. Stanley 

Towner* Ceeones) pisbetdébiebeod aS P 
ptly 


and Me- 
Henry Counties. Refers to Towner Merchants’ B’k. 


City* (Barnes).......... -MARTIN E. REMMEN 
to First National busin 


and any 688 
house ‘n Valley City. ‘ 
Ww » Saae W. E. Purcell 
Wi jport* (Emmons)... ....... H. A. Armstrong 
ED Ccdinctenangéiuas to T 
Willow City (Bottinean).............. Send to Towner 
OHIO, 
Akron* (Nammit)........................-. Otis & Otis 
Alliance (Stark)..............-..200--- Rogers & Hart 
RE AO tee Elyria 
Andover (Ashtabula) .................. C. D. Ainger 
Ashtabula (Ashtabula) ........... G. Willard Belknap 
oe Rank Co. & Farmers’ Nat. B’k. 
Ashville (Pickaway) .................- G. W. Morrison 
Athens* ‘hdhone... peeeccssocccccccccesscees L. A. KOONS 
5 me np 4 Busin 
er. 
for Sraccuaiictes gece ns od seonogmaper. ae 
CD cccse scnccicceses & Crew 
Batavia* (Clermont) .............. Swing & MeDonald 
Bellefontaine* (Legan)................. John C. Hover 
nee as npionen 5 Savage 
Bremen (Fairfield) ---->---.--7_-7.“Bond te'St. Mary's 
Bryan* (Williams)...................-- John B. W 
(Crawford) ................. Vollrath 
ARIS AE De J. B. Worley 
Caldwell* (Noble) ......................- D. S. Spriggs 
Cam’ . J.H. ey 
Camden (Preble) ..................-.. Frank G. Shuey 
Canal Fulton — ---e0ee-A. J. Kittinger 
Canton* ( 


CINCINNATI” (Hamilton) 


ALFRED GROVES, 
607 Johnston Bldg. } 





tion 
5% in excess to $1,000. Us 
[division with attorneys. 


Ww. 3. Caneees, St. Paul Bl 111 E. Fourth st. 
General la and 


lections. Commer- 
cial tigation. Refers to pe Nat'l Bank. 
JOHNSON & LEVY, Chamber of Commerce Building 
Refer to Equitable National Bank, Members o: 
Attorneys National Clearing House. 
CARLES F. Lan gro Masonic Temple. Probate 
and general commercial law. Collection de- 
partment. “eo Carbon copy without 
extra ws oe References: avy bank in city. 
Long Distance 'Phone 1749. 


CLEVELAND: i 
Refer’ to and resent: The 
pt A Association, New York ; 
The American shoe’ & Leather 
Association, Phila. ; The Furniture 
Commercial Agency, Cincinnati; 
McKillop, Walker & Co.,.NewY ork. 
ea and corporation la: 
d general court practice. Special 
deperenent devoted solely to mer- 


JNO. W. ARNOLD, 


Suite 736, cantile « ollections and the business 

< of non-residents. Depositions 

Society for ome mn taken and reports 
Savings Building.| Ad tional semueenees: The Drake 


Coal Co.; Billings, Taylor & Co.; 
Coszens Lard Oil'Co Chas . Froelk 
Furniture Co. ; ‘AmericanExchange 
Nat'lBank; TheClevelandTrustCo.; 
Hon. Floyd R. Mechem, (Author 
‘‘Mechem on A gency”), Ann Arbor. 
| (See card on front cover.) 


HART, CANFIELD & CALLAGHAN, 306-39 Beck map 
Bidg. Refer to Central National Bank, Dime 


Serfogs & Banking Co. .. Singer Mtg Co.. 4 





A. LEWENTHAL, Jr.. 432 Society for Savings. 
Collections. ion and urance mat- 
ters a 

MAX J. PFISTER. 501 American Trust Building. 
General practice. Collections and commercial 
oie aoemal tent | te Calabogs Oneae- 
ceive prompt attention in »ga County 

Remittances made y of oun ons. Refer- 


ie Spank, Cleveland, Ohio; 


The " Pabst Brewing Co, Milwaukee, Wis., 
and ere 

JOHN 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers & 
Cleveland National Bank. 


Clyde (Sandusky) ......-........--.---.-- M.W. HUNT 
ers to People’s Banking Co. and First Nat'l B’k. 
eee a ty (Frahkhn) 
. F. D. ALBERT, Room 40, Roard of Trade. At 
AS or Comercial National Bank and See 
sions & Co., Investment Bankers. 
ALBERY & One, 119% South High st. Steno 


her and Noi for depositions. Refers tc 
Shi N ational Bank, Commercial Nat'l] Bank 
any } my or wholesale house in Columbus. 
Columbus Grove een. 9neees cxauvenes 8S. Sanders 
Corning (Perry)..........-...- --.-+-----T. M. Potter 
. Miami) 
J. Guy O'Donnell 
Cuyahoga Falls a. edusceses Chas. H. Howland 
Dayton* (Montgomery)................ J. E. Coupes 
tote, --  y eae bank es 
ce aD ws a que 
ialty Prefers to Win! to Winters Nation al Bank. 
e* (Defiance) 
D. E. DOZER. General law 


Smith, Moulton & Price,attorneys, Chicago, Ill. 


Benj. B. Kings’ Refers to First and Merch- 
ante’ National ks. 
De Graff Cogan) pupheprensaguepentpone Huston & Curl 
(Alien)...... seesececce Horace A. Kee: © 
Dennison (Tuscarawas) ..............-.-- A.W. 
mskingum)........ ...... John W. P. Reid 
mefens to Dresden Banicing 
East Liverpool (Columbiana) ..Grosshans & Grosshans 
Eaton* Fe woncocescoeoccocvccces James L — 
Findlay* (Hamecsh).............. 2c.cc L.A. Oarahi 
Fostoria (Seneca)......-....- ..-...-- T. P. Johnston 
Refers to Rebbins Bros. & Co., jewelers. 
Fremont* ( Peccce ocecccdonenmennn F. E. 


bey ~ hy | coccce coapesscacees T. E. BRADBURY 
to First National Bank. Special attention 
and practice. Notary and 





yde 


to eemepes and peshate 
ce. 
Grafton Latin). éesee ednossccnsccososess ---Bee Elyria 
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it 








Morgaa 
yy Loud 
a. Mere 
London* (Madison) .............++-+. Linceln & Lincolp 
Lorain (Lorain)..........-<-s00s++-- e002: D. H. Aiken 

Malta (Mo Deanahaepecceces to McC 
leld* (Richland) ........ io Aereey he 

mating & ey for 
sens’ Savings Bank. 

Marietta* (Washington) ...........-.-- Nye & Follett 
e ¢ Daccenc cencecceed J. F. McNeal & Sons 
Martinsville (Clinton) A. Harris 
Marysville’ ( is .E Griffith 
Massillon Rauiee . Volkmer 
McComb (Han 7 ht . Brickman 
M ville* (Morgan) . E. Foster 
Medina* (M ). Jos. Andrew 
Miamisburg (Montgomery) W. A. Reiter 
Middletown (Butler) Donley & Rhonemus 
7 aaa law and collections qoenptly attend. 
Minster (Auglaize) ...........----- to St. Mary's 
Mount Sterling ( P ccccae Mitchell & Tanner 
Mount Vernon” (Knox)............--. Cooper & Moore 
Newark* (Licking) .... ..--.-------+- Fulton & Fulton 
New Comerstown (Tuscarawas).. ...... E. E. Lindsay 
New Philadelphia* (Tuscarawas) .......- 4. F. Kuhns 
Baltimore (Wood).......-..--- W. H. McMillen 
Norwalk* (Huron)..... ------ Bentley & Stewart 
Ottawa’ (Putnam).................- Charles T. Malone 
Oxford (Butler) ........----.----+es+e0e0++ L. H. Wells 


ii 
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Seneca) 

FE oy — — National Bank. 

TO MITTENDEN & i om Drummond Block. 
Commercial law and collections . 


enqmse © Secon. Cie CLAPP, Drummord Block. 
in all courte. Commercial, corport 

banking and insar- 
ton, probate, ral a special ty. efers to Merchants & 
Clerks’ Hank and Ohio Savings B’k & Trust Co. 


Springs (Greene) 
bey (Mahoning). 
Muskingum) . 
OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 
Beaver* (Beaver) ............-+++- R. H. Loofbourre¥ 
Attrn Refers to Star Grocery ©o. 
County ey. 
Chandler* ( Sin pases aebedodueaeas A. J. Morris 


Cross (Kay) .....-....sccess-ceeeesceeees Send to Pr ry 
EI Reno" nipseeogneee «oee--Chas. L. Crom 
Refers to Firet National eeeeien i 


ebdcecobccccoscoeséee «- Geo. 5. 





Guthrie* (Logan) Green 
Kildare (Kay).....-..-..--00+-- séonde Send to Perry 





\= 


3? F PLLSSSS 


2 Eres 


s2PoF 


bl ad 


la 


SS ewes lr ehlUr 


BSSEERECSESSES EF 


ZSSSGERREESESSS FERIRERESES FRESE 


‘Zz 
. 


i 


a2 


ai i 










‘ COMMERCIAL LITIGATION AND COLLESTIONS A SPECIALTY. 
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THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








sane enee ween 


Mowkirk* Dcessecses neunesansese William Rouse 
* Sieve Deenaeens ogee Fisher & Henn 
Oklahoma City* (Oklahoma) las & Douglas 





o (Logan) waccesodecepencoesocees Send to Perry 
0" (PAWREE)....-cccccccccccccccoes 


* (Noble) 
pega Browr. Refer to Bank of Mulhall. Ukla. 
Ter., att People’s Bank Biockton, Iowa. 
Barrie & Gum. ‘er to Farmers & Merchants’ 
Bank a Exchange Bank. oie 

Ponca City (Kay)......---00+ -2-+ eoseee Send erry 
Pond C Creok* (Gran ecetlen ees. anih In ll & Weat 

Refer to Walton "pank and Bank o d Creek. 
@tillwater* (Payne). .......000-------- Sterling P. King 




















patorin (Claeup)......-ccccesceccecces A. R. Kanaga 
OP AE anceecdsnesésdedeeseoad Hale & Norton 
boro” (“\ ashington)....Thos. H. & E. B. Tongue 
McMinnville* (Yam Hili).......... Rhodes & Khudes 










~ (Multnomah) 

PIPES & ItFFI. Practice in United States and 
State ( ourte. Commissioners of deeds. Com- 
mercia! Lusiuess given ao aa. Refer 
to Ainsworth National Bank, Assoc Ban 
ing & ‘iru t Co., Ladd & Tailton and London 
& oan Francisco 

CHARLES J. SCHNABEL, ‘515 Chamber of Com- 
merce Building. Commercial, corporation and 
mining laws. 


















Geen’ (Marwu, .....- . John A. Carson 
The |alles* (Wasco)..... Mays, Hun 1 & Wilson 
Toiedo (Lincoln) ...........-..2--200-+- . E. Hawkins 
Galen* (Umiom) .......ccccccccrcccccsece -C. H. Marsh 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Alleghony~ (Allogheny)..........- McCready & Moore 
on Ms LSCHAADT, Dist.A ttorney Se Lie counts. 

Refers to Allentown or Second National Banks. 





Altoona (Blair) 
1. $. Ce ye Solicitor for First National 
Bank of Altoona. 









A CIEE. 0g cccccccccsésnenece W. C. Devit 

alls (Heaver) Gilbert L. Eberhart 
f+ sade (Centre) a John M. Dale 
Benton (Columbia) .... .........-.---0---- 8. B. 

Refers to First — Bank of Dushore, Pa. 
Bethlehem apm oop . Bend to South Bethlehem 
Serb j foment sahseeeael Charles G Bar 

Bradford (McKean) .......----.-+--se0-- W. H. Byles 
Brockwayville (Jefferson).......... H. B. McCallough 






Brookville* (Jefferson) .. Alexander C.&John M. White 
Refer to the National Bank of Brookville, Pa 


Garlisle* (Cumberiand) .............. Herman Berg, Jr 
Reters to any bankor person inthe city. 

Capberebare: ( (Franklin)......... wemeee F. NOBLE 

alley National Bank of Chambersburg 

and First National Bank of Greencastle, Pa. Gen- 

eral law and collections. _ for non-resi- 

reasonable 











Clearfield* ae eaaboctenqses 

Ooadersport* a N. 

Denville* (Montour).......... osunniad Wm. Kase West 

Easton* (Northampton) ......W. $. & M. a 
(Wm. 8. Kirkpatrick, Ex-Attorney-General 

Kirkpatrick, U. 8. Commissioner), S. W. Cor 






eeesse Base = FEASEseTaa FEE 
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tis 
Centre 
eres aamsowtinn eset 
Gettysburg” (Ay De cccccceccccccccecce 
Greensburg* a ceemeretand).. -FRARK B. HARGRA 
oe SEs céctenksdedebesss~sous 
-— vata cA CARTER, too Room 2, oS Kee, Bet 
arg Ne 
H. L. Nissle NT North 4 at. 
Wolfe & Bailey. Refer to vereng don a Bank. 
W, Smith 
ooodses ao abe Fee 
Horace B. Dunn 
tinctively 
(Lancaster) ............ Junius B. Kaufman 
48 North Duke 
latrobe* (Westmoreland) ......... Frank B. H ve 
Lebanon* a shedneevey “ne 
Lewisburg (Union).......... ward Shaughnessy 
Refers to Lewisburg National 
lewistown* (Mifflin)............. --.Howard (. Lants 
lock Haven* (Ctinten) . aqncacoben :smbiaetiid H. 
Mahanoy City (Schu 


seeeeeweee 









san eewenee 


PHILADELPHIA‘ ( 


a a oe 
— 








ela City (Washington) . . 
Refers to Alexander & Co., ‘bankers, and J. F. 
Nicholson, Postmaster. 

Mount Carmel Betvenbatent). 

Mount Pleasant (Wesmoreland).. 

Nanticoke (Luzerne) 
Refers to First National Bank. 

New Castle* (Lawrence) 

Refers to the First National Bank. 


.W. Parke Warne 


...J. EB. Bastreas 


imonanaaa H. K. GREGORY 


Reter to Market Street National Bank, 
John & Jas Dobson, John Wanamaker & City 


CARR & vuaneueue Provident Bldg. Commercial 
Fh Collection d t 


3 ye and well cauipped Bepe 


sitions oe by 
References 


Notary, G 


: New York, Natienal Wali P 


Co.; P 
Co.; H.W 


hia, The Provident Life & Trust 


Wm. H. Greve 


meyer J & Co. ; ‘wT "Hardware Co. and Ed 
. Tryo Jr. & Co. 


ward K 


J. 8. CASSEL, 329 Drexel Bidg. Cugentien om 
mercial law and collections. Refers to 


delphia office Connecticut Mutual Life Ins. a 
Hartford, Conn. ; oem, Harris, 


Co., Philadelphia, 
SAMUEL W. COOPER, Franklin Bldg, 133 So. 12th at. 
Ref R. G. Dun & Co., 


ers to 


. at any office. 
JOSEPH A. REED, Suite 1111-1114 Stephen Girard 
Bldg, 21 1 South Twelfth 


he Mercantile 


General practice, 


corporation and commercial law, and collec- 


tions, specialties. 


Refers to Union Trust Ce., 


———— Warner & Co. a Goods, 429 Market 


Ivins, 
Market st. ; 
Ab. Race «' 


= 5 Finladelphia 


carpets 
‘o., freteteka. 29d 23d 


WAGNER & See, 15 and 17 South Third st. 
Prompt given to claims of all kinds 
Ae throughout the United 
Notary Public. 


Refer to 


Philedelphia Trast & Safe Deposit Co. and 


Central 


Ch 
Refers to the Commercial Bank of Titusville, 


and li 
eae yA = ~ 
pacing am Sy 






y) 
& Cunningham. 


kill) 
. Refers to Pennsylvania National 


ilkesbarre 


FRANK P. SLATTERY. Commercial law and collec- 
tions. Refers to Wyoming Valley Trust Co. 


ational Bank. Long Distance "Phone. 
PITTSBURG* (Al 
Chantler, MoG: 
Pittston (Luszerne)....... 
ery (Sch 
. B. Edw 
Bank of Pottsville. 
A. W. Schalck. Refers to any bank: 28 OMe 
Punxsutawney (Jefferson 
Refers to 


.. F.C. Mosier 


P. Shick 







Uniontown" (Fayette).................H. L. 

Warren* (Worn oor é _ 
Wetseniowe (Wertentboriandl......Seel to banbeny 
elisboro* (Tioga).......... Merrick & Y¥: 

‘est Chester* (Chester) ............... Altred 
Wilkesbarre* ) 
ram ANSART, 15 a Franklin st. Commercial 


a specialty. 
40 Welles Building. Refers 
Bank and Anthracite Sav- 


JosEPa Mot MOORE. Refers to First National Bank 
¢ Bank and W Deposit 


«& 





of ips 
R Ar 
oe hy ye ee 


ny Railways, Williams- 
Ne Co., “Central Pennsylvania Tele 


wae 


B.ClaflinCo.and 
"joan A. A. "Hoober, I 'Refors fo Drover & Le te 
Wesioosl Bask 


.G.Dun&Co, 














RHODE ISLAND. 
Bristol* (Bristol)...... 
ewport) 


( 
BALLOU 4 Lng 41 tees treet 
iif rast “Manutactarere N 
ational Bank 
STEPHEN 4. "CASEY, Cou Counsellor-at-Law, Banagan 


Ome tween ees eneeee 


ee ee eee es 


+e eee eee enews esenee 


ie Merchanta’ Bank and Secur- 


aeeneess-..-W. L. Cook 


“aa ere 4 te Pirt und 






& GORNICK, Deaderick Bldg. Special 
bt tile litigations. 
F-8 GOOOHEARY, Logan Baling ne es 
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Leneir (Loudon) ................- Send to Loudon | Houston* (Harris) 
Kaadon™ Loudon pthesenccucecenessied J. E. Cassaday ALLEN, Lg te he JONES, be Bie. Refer to “AMES CED empbell Bh mappa and collee- 
Laeniy ' South ational Bank aston. ty. Refers 
SSE ab A Seay aay >: State and Federal Court LEON N BIGELOW SMITH. Uounsel for H: ouston Ney a Bank rca People’ 8 eh Bank. 
Col ne uapecilty, Attorneys for Mem: Seitcieaiels ostiann. ge pr mel Manseses* (Prince William) 277-4. lei e 
ae any the Treasurer of the thate greper in office. New York oe th Mer- Refers to the National of Manassas, a. 
ream a Poston. Co ™ Ins = ie National Bank and Hard & Rand. St. Manchester, (Chesterfield).....+.... Lawrence P. Peat 
‘Trust = hs «ag Onder Kalahte of Louis references: Levis-Zukoski Mercantile Co. | Matbews On ae Da eat : =a. : 7 = 5. 
Pythias i in Tennessee; Division Counsel Seuth- | Joshua (Johnson).........-....-.---. Send to Cleburne | yy, News* (Warwick R ‘obs 
Re Refer to any bank or merchant in oA areas — ten ereneenereneass Geo. E. Lenert | vy, * (Norfolk) Ke : 
iaw crapecialey ne reche® And corporation | (oR taney" (Collin) wcccsas-s, csccceeeMl. He Garnett | ©, SELDNER, 290 Main ot. Commercial, clay 
iam Shll & Mounteane | Meridian’ (Boog) barton & Rotaroen | | Noein Bn wa 
& Ds ncensabesscnabant 
eer OTT 0. Mims | Paradise (Wise) Send to Decatur | peversbur sh ertany fit --so-ovennnoIBinte & DARN 
Recncnsserecensonscnsceees Jno. T. Allen Sh RPTL ae tae 
-Send to Elisabetbton Peelers to Pulaski Laan & ‘raat Ga — 
i to ton * (Henrico) 
i ae OFERRALL a REGESTER, 1102 E Main st Po. 
ln a County Bank or any other bank Bank. General practice > State and Federal 
courts. ean of COMMERC 

bes ps oo z apr - T= oat J. R. Smith comreneae | and INSURANCE law. ‘Retort 

Waveney’ Ge Prnetnvenencoecees J. 3. Gene Oy gmail ~ naam Sy Gps w. 0. "SKELTON, “Gham ber of Commerce Bg 

TEXAS. "Rafer to First National Bank of Stephenville Cithens’ Exchange Bank and JL. Wilisene 

Abilene* (Taylor) .--,---.. wienesnonnes Kirby & Kirby Salphur eer Coe eee A. om Sons. “ao 

er & Lowdon, bankers. x qomme Roanoke (Roanoke) ............ 

Alvarado (Johnson) ................. Send to Cleburne cial matter. “Refers to City National Bank. Refers to Firet National —_ poten he —- 

Alvin (Brazoria).........................J. D. Graves | Sunset (Montague) ....................- Send to Bowie 7 Roanoke, also Mercantile Trust & 

Sees ce waees : Secabucsssdscneeue oon bv Fags ~4 Fle (Willan) weccceccccccce os ceccee R. ae Penn Co., Se a. me 

PED cinensinontsotunssaal MENNO CINEIN. £5. ~ aseread scceeseegaey Send to Belton | Staunton” (  siiaisllniatineeniiae burne 
(Case).......... cicutaadsa O’Nea! & Culberson | Terrell ( Dcaddptcnnebactated Robert L. Warren | Stuart* Paik: cuncncesiaaas autiniins P. Bouldin, Jr 
Austin* (Travis) .................- ed W. Johnon Texarkana (Bowie).............-.-.----+ Dan T. Leary Refers to Patrick County Bank. 
Bartlett (Williamson) ................. AE, Tyler* i ay. W. 8. Herndon & Sons | Suffolk* (Nansemond)................... R. H. Rawies 
1 (a SER W.M elasco (Brazoria) ..............-++. W. W. Anderson | Warrenton* (Fauquier).................. 

, =f ee ae ARTHUR M. “MONTEITH | Venus S| ara © | Warsaw’ (Richmond)...............-- J. W. Chinn, Jr 
Counsel for Belton National Belton & Miller | waco* (MocLennan)......... ..... ..H. P. JORDAN | Winchester’ ( Frederick)............. John J wane 
and Hall & +. Bankers Temp Practices in Wytheville* (Wythe) ............ ce.0.. H. M. Hi 

and Federal courts. Collections and a corporation, "inst nrance = 
mercial ap nog ities. Ni ag ) cane. suptey lew, Mies Mine te oli he 
special otary an State and Federal. Attorney for Mercantile Ad- WASHINGTON 
ont me) SPEER&SPEER| = Ghurch Co. Bras rd Rhodes & Gon Us ted Com. Arlington (Snohomish) veceeL. NJ 
snacwsecensescocese ure! fo ex m- séiagesceenspaennieels. I. 
A general law practice. We have special facilities mercial Lawyers, Attorneys’ & Agents Associa- Refers to any business house in Arlington. = 
for makin; tions on this and ing to y 
N ry ofc. Rotor te ~r9 : ee owns. tion, Early's1 8 Mercantile Agency and others. Colfax (Whitman)................- Craven & Canfield 
os eo Na Firs Wexehackio’ (Elie) Pee epee ene, J. (Colum . F. Miller 
en onan ee eee eath * i cntovettvbiigaitty 
Boyt (Wine) ss pe RE ea Send to Decatur | wichita Falls" (Wichita)... it. 
Brad to Commercial Bank of Brady. Wolfe City (Hunt) ...... 
(Brazoria “i sei RK L. J. & W &w. .D. Wilson | Woodville* (Tyler).................-.--- J. A. Mooney 
aD pit 688 r 

Brenham (Washington).---...----MATHIS & TEAGUE UTAH. Port Towseund’ (Jealarewal 2022.2... ML Btuake 
A gael law —e. pt te rE ten Brigham* (Box Elder) ..............---. J. M. M. Coombe Pullman (Whitman) ..... ..........---- W. H. Harvey 

ee enya SER iowssinscenedb-cedigicaid tere | Seattle” (King).........--.....0++--+0-- JOHN G. GRAY 

Bridgopert (Wise) >i _— TS: Send to Decatur * (Weber).........00..--.--- —~ ~ McCormick 408-9 Mutual Life Bldg. Commercial, corporation, 

wood" (Brown) .......----- Goodwin & Grinnon | Provo* (Utah)..........+-.000e-- King, Burton & King portato and mining law, epectelites. References: 

Cameron* (Milam).................... T. 8. Henderson | Richfield (Sevier) ..........--.--.-+--+-- I. J. Stewart xter Horton & Co., Seattle; Kountze Bros., 

( ) ( ) 
Chico (Wise) .................. aSceee Send to Decatur Commercial law and collections. bankers, Arnold, Constable & Co., and Tefft, Wel 
ON Otis Trulove | gait Lake* (Salt Lake) SS New York; McCornick & Co., bankers, 

Getemae? (Oseman)....------------ = BOOTH. ‘tees A GRAY, 5th floor Arerbach Block. Soahmiah Saohon of the Republic, ‘Gao ake, Utah. 

Columbus (Colorade)........-....-Geor McCormick RICHAR PARD. D. S vaite 120-125 Comm: Spokane* 

Gommerce (Hunt)............-..-..--- . B. Hamilton .- — 3h “SHEPARD, oiupetation and —— DANSON & HUNEKE, 606 to 611 ee Block. Com- 

mee ee no wiiiget T. E. Humphrey — alties. Refers to Commercial Na- mercial real estate and w. Collections. 

‘ers to & G 5.1. Young —— = age References furnished staan . Consent « yee Sor Rorther Ry. and 
oe a y point w required. ane an y 
ere to Firsi National Bank of Cooper. HAMBL LEN | MRefers to Hoadley, Lauterbach |& 
















Johnson, New York ; Moran, Krauss 

Cor ALLEW. NAGLE & BALLEW. Refer to City National VERMONT. LUND, & Mayer, Chicago; Board of Trade, 

ee er eming & 401-404 San lary ay aos bank or 
Temuloton bankers, ef Corsican THe Rookery | merchant in Spo 
T. W. aaa Refers to City National Bank of | Special dopenition ‘facilities. 
Corsicana, National Shoe & Leather Exchange Refers to Barton Savings Bank. Tacoma" (Pierce) 
of Boston, — Schriver, Bartlett & Co., | Bellows Falls (Windham)................. FP. A. Bolles ALLYN & ALLYN, (Frank Allyn, Frank Allyn, Jr.) 
Baltim ; Gilbert Elliott Law Co., New | Brandon (Rutland).................. Edward 8 Marah $21 Fidelity Bldg. Refers to London & Sea 
York x City, thd Mereantile Adjuster at 4. (nn... Frank Stowe Sansehte | nt Btate Judges, ke. 
oise & Co. of St. Louis, M Refers BA ree ode National Bank of Brattleboro. | wans Walla* (Walla Walla) Ow Clark 
‘ Sceedeanngre 
rowley (1 rte cocenccccccccnccess Send to Cleburne CLARK C. eniees kk Briggs Block. 

BAKER & RHEA. References: National Bank of | East Fairfield (Franklin) Send . WEST VIRGINIA. 

Commerce of Dallas. a Se Sen Addison* (Webster) .......... ......H. C. Thurmond 

EDWIN 0. HARRELL, 235 Main st. Refers to the | Fairfax ( Commercial law and collections. peters to Buek- 

National Exchange Bank. Comm Sa hannon Bank, Buckhannon, W 
Decatar* (Wise).......... .-.--. SPENCER & enenam ee oe pe ashington).Dillingham,Huse& Howlard | pinefield (Mercer)... "WW. McClangherty 

A general law ce. Collections given prom apt | North i ( » 2. Refers to the First National Bank of Bluefield. 

attention. Refer to First National Bank an orth Hero* (G Bue’ * (Upshur) 

County National Bank. ° | Rutland ay F. C. Pifer. Refers to the Traders’ National Bank. 
Denison (Grayson)........-. ---. Standifer & Eppstein | Sh pity Sen A.M. Poundstone. Commercial law and collections 
Denton* (Denton)..................-- Alvin C. Uwaley | 5t- Albans* (Franklin)..................-. H. M. MOTT | Barton (Wetsel).....-......--0.-+s W. G. Snodgrass 

Refers to Exchange National Bank of Denton. a. noe to Welgon — Bank, * on Refers to Exchange Bank of Mannington, 
Eastland* (Eastland)................ Scott & Brelsford ohnsbury* (Céledonia)..-......... omg bw om Camden-on-Gauley (Webster sebeaph Send to Addison 
Edna (Jackson)............-- ------ Dobbs & MoCrory White River Junction (Windsor) sds — Charleston* (Kanawha 
Elmo 2° REIS Send to Terrell, Tex. | Woodstock” (Windsor)............... Wm. Batchelder SAMUEL S. GREEN. State and Federal Courts 
El Paso* (El Paso)......-.--- MANFORD E. WILLIAMS . 8. Refers to Charleston 

Commercial law and collections. 

Farmersville (Collin) ..........--.-. Send to McKinney 
— be eniecesocceet Send to Terrel!, Tex. 





Fort 
GEORGE ORGE 0. Mca McGown, on hag 28 “i 29 age Bldg. 
Attorney and Mercantile — 
po, nner Seema ap « the Btate ‘of 
on 



















(Hamilton) 
Refers to the First National Bank of Hieco. 
Hillsboro* (Hill)....... wouccenceccoce cone ds He WOES 
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Peon WF. HUTONINSON. Refers to First National 
for Balto. & Ohio R. R. Co. 
R. R. Co., Martin- 


Petersb' (Grant) . AY 

Refer to Keyser Bank, Keyser, 

t Pleasant* (Mason) ..........-.0-.-- J.8. Spencer 
at to Mercania National Bank. 
Ravenswood (Jackson NW. C, PRICKITT 

Refers to Bank of Ravenswood. 
faint Marys" ‘Pleasan 

ie* (T ee 
Wainville (We 
Wayne* (Wa 
ers to 


_— SESS AY BLE J.T.G@ 

- National Bank of Cered WwW. Va. 
W.M. Werkman 

Special atten iven to 


is- 
tions under the See of West Vir- 
and careful ~ ay given 


hag 
T. M. GARVIN. 
oe 
>rompt 
commercial iguien and collections 
Williamson* (Mingo) 
Refer to Bank of Williamson 
WISCONSIN. 
* (Langlade) 
* (Outagomie) 
Ashland 





Columbus (Columbia) PAUL D. DURANT 
Commercial law and collections euliats pesnaeey © attended 
to. Refers to First National Bank of Columbus. 





] 

Doy' 

Eau Claire* (Rau Claire)....TEALL, THOMAS & TEALL 
Commercial law and collections. Refer to Bank 
of Eau Claire and Chippewa Valley Bank. 

Fall River (Columbia Send to Columbus 

Fond du Lac* ae a Lac).....Colman & Parkinson 

Green er (Brown 

Cady & Cady: efor to the Citizens’ National Bank. 

ena S. 6 yA . Neville. Refer to Green Bay 

‘ater 


(Rock) 
FETHERS 0. a. ), JEFFRIS (M. G.) & MOUAT (M. 
O. West Milwaukee st. A 


Wattawa 
Ww. . ‘weopuane 


. Y. Hyde 
Elevator Co. and La Crosse Soap Co. 


Lancaster (Grant) Bushnell, Watkins & Moses 
(A. R. Bushnell, R. A. Watkins, H. L. Moses.) 


Send to Columbus 
Pfund 


MILWAUKEE” (Milwaukee) 
PHILLIPS & ANDERSON, Federal Sk, oe 
in all courts. Commercial li and eal 
lections a specialty. to bey entrusted to = 
meets with prompt attention. Depositio 
carefully taken. Co’ cetiona promptly remitted. 
References: Oshkosh banks. 

New London (Waupaca) Thorn & Holmes 
Refers to First National Bank and the Bank of 
New London. 

Oconto* (Qcento) . Morrow & Krugmeier 
Refer to owe basen Bank, Green Bay, Wis. 

Oshkosh* (W: 
PHILLIPS au 1eks. Commercial litigation and 

Sellections ~*~ specialty, and attended to in 
any part of Wisconsin. ections receive 
special care and attention, and remittances 
| aN romptly made. Depositions sten: hicaily 
en before notary in office. Foreclosures, 
attachments and Mp es ped ee 
Telegraphic orders prom 
tended at taken care of by a 
eral practice in all courts. Refer- 
holesale house in Osh- 


««.----Lrving P. Lord 
an, Hur [_—— 
~Ry: te “> 4 


Ss eG Mercantile Adjuster of St. Louis, Mo., 
and Bradstreet Co. of Kansas City, = 

Sheridan” (Sheridan). 
Sundance“ (Crook) 


PORTO RICO. 
SAN JUAN. 


A. F. ODLIN, Member of Bar of U. 8. Supreme 
Court. ‘Refer to any bank in Orlando or 
Tampa, Fila. 


CANADA. 


BRITISH COLUMBIa. 
Cranbrook (Kootenay) .. 3 
Greenwood (Kootenay). - 


arwood & 
Nelson (Kootenay). as TALON, & ‘T WANNINGTOR 
Aberdeen Block, Baker st, (5S. 5. Taylor, : C., 
R. W. Hannington.) Solicitors for Imperial 
of Canada, R. G. Dun & Co.,&c. Notaries public. 
ae and. mining law, and gen law 


Bod a 

New Westminster ( 

Revelstoke (Kootenay) 

Rossland (Kootenay) ............- .....Send to Nelson 

Sandon (Kootenay).........-.-.--...-- Send to 

Slocan City (Kootenay) evecccecsecccees Send to Nelson 

Trail (Kootenay) ...........-.- ee 

Vancouver ‘Vancouver).. Sédneinenseeenaties I. H. Hallett 
* (Victoria) Drake. Jackson & Helmeken 


MANITOBA. 
Brandon* (Brandon) .. 
Attorne: 
| am ( 
La 


-H. L. Adolph 
at Law, Solicitor, Notary Publie, eto. 
chester! G. 5. 

Prairie* ( 


NEW BRUNSWICK. 
ate Vanwart 
Harvey 
WELDON Fy —— 
Solicitors in New Brunswick for The 
Mon Canadian Pacific Railway Co., Dominion 
Express Co., Pullman Palace Car Corp., Alexander 
Gibson & Sons (Ltd), Guardian Assurance Co., 
The Shore Line Railway Co., New Brunswick 

Railway Co., &o. 
St. Stephen (Charlotte)... .W. OC. H. Grimmer 
Refers to the Bank of Nova | Scotia. 
Woodstock* (Cuseten) . Connell 
Refer to Bank of Nova Scotia and People’s Bank 

of Halifax. 


NEW FOUNDLAND. 
St. Johns (St. Johns) 


Regina ( 


NOVA SCOTIA. 
—T jaar ea 


Bridenwat water ter Gancaberd) 
Chester ( ae 
HALIFAX* (Halifix 

Rusty Ritchie ry Chisholm. Attorneys for Bank 


ova Scotia. 
— "HENRY & CAHAN. (Richard C. Weldon, 
.C., Counsel ; 
¢ ry William A: 


. Cahan, L. 
the Im War 
and 


.-Send to Lunenburg 
..Send to Lunenburg 


Francis 
--Tennent, McDonagh & Coleridge 
(Carleton) 
MacCRAKEN, HENDERSON & McGIVERIN. Barrie- 


ete. and De 

partmental Agents. to Bank of Ottawa. 

McLAURIN & MILLAR (G. McLaurin, LL.B. ; Hab- 
dane Millar), 19 st. Barristers, 


‘Maw, QC, Geor & BICKNELL. (William Laid- 
law, 
James 


Bank Big, 
Canada. 
EDWARD MEEK, Mail Bidg, Cor. oy 4 
Barrister, soliciter, notary public, &c oe 
ss & BODDY, 8. Neville, A. s. 
py 
Solicitors for 
Dlishers, Commercial Union, New re 
Chtenans erchan’ Legal Association, -¥.; 
Nowepeper Union, American Newspaper Pub. 


PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND. 


Charlottetown* (Queens).......... -Fred W. L. Moore 
Summerside* (Prince) 


omrenats (Montreal) 
— comma, ‘matinee Gone, Ee Refers to Peo- 
and Garand & 
Tony bake vonce Hall Moa 
pro wrence 
Quebec* (Quebec Dist.) .....Caron, Pentland & Stuart 


MEXICO. 


co oe of) 
L. F. J. AUSTIN, E, Calle del Gante, Num 9, P. 0. 
Box 940 Licensed to tice 
of Mexico and United States Specialties : In 
tional law, department business, 
iw, 


Co) fers 
Surety Bank, Banco Nacional and U. 8. Consul. 


ENCLAND. 
LONDON 


J Burke Hendry, 7 New Square, Lincoins Inn 
no. Burke ow 
Mores Passage (opp. Law Courts) Carey st. 


FRANCE. 


LEOPOLD GOIRAND, French Attorney. Avoue 16 
Vendome. Author of Treatise upon 


YOKOHAMA. 








GEORGE H. SCIDMORE, Counsellor at Law 
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LATEST. 


NOW READY! 


MOST COMPREHENSIVE 


THE LAW OF JURISDICTION, 


AND ITS NUMEROUS BRANCHES 


INCLUDING 


Excess of Jurisdiction--Concurrent Jurisdiction--Jurisdiction by Consent--Waiver of Constitutional 
Rights -- Impeachment of Judgments and Decrees -- Divorce -- Contempt -- Privilege of 


Witnesses -- Privileged Communications -- Habeas Corpus 


-- Certiorari-- 


Mandamus - Prohibition --Quo Warranto oad L Liability 


for Judicial Acts. 


By Hon. W. F. BAILEY, 


Author of ‘‘ Master’s Liability,” ‘°- Personal Injuries,” Etc., Ete. 


Two Volumes, best law book style, price, $12.00. 


‘ 


T.H. FLOOD & CO., Publishers, 179 Monroe Street, Chicago, lil, 








_ RELIABLE ATTORNEYS. 


ILLINOIS. 


JOSIAH CRATTY, 


Attorney at Law, 

Pleer 13 Security Bidg, CHICAGO, 
Cor. Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 
Cerpeoration and Commercial Law and Col- 
lections a Specialty. 

Depositions taken before ALICE MANNING, 
Sotary Public, Room 188 Security Bldg, 188 Madison st. 

EVERY 


wamnt COLLECTIONS WHERE 
veat THE CREDITORS’ AGENCY ‘exe 


CHICAGO, ILL. 
ice—all co 
United States and 


Depositions, Settlements, General Practi 
Sai 


“¥: T.C. eee 














CHAS. SCOTT & £. H. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Bolivar Co. MISSISSIPPI. 


Refer to Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. ; 
Hanover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Court Judges of Mississippi 











NEW YORK. 
POWELL & CADY, 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
206 Broadway, 





NEW YORK. 











Practice in State and Federal Courts. 
ANG Bens | 


‘PATENTS 22: 


4 
4 
} ADVICE AS TO PATENTABILITY = FREE 
Notice in “ Inventive PS ded 4 
Book “How to obtain Paten 4 

t is secured. 1 


; Washington, D.C. ] 





Letters 
E. G. SIGGERS, 


ATES 





me E. Washington Dee F st, 
alti ting pert in Pate in Patent Mat- 

consulted about 
fra When write me. Highest 





: Every an of “t 


The Office Magazine, ‘ 


A. 0. KITTREDGE, F. |. A., C. P. A., Editor, 
contains information on office 
topics 


¢ Worth Many Times 
its Price Per Year. 


It publishes only practical articles 
on practical subjects by practical 
business men. 


Sample Copy Free. 


Issued month] subscription $1 a 
Advertising rates on application. 


ACCOUNTICS ASSOCIATION, Publishers. 
22 Lancashire Building, New York City. 


SO ra 


year. 








BUSINESS ESTABLISHED 1836. 


The oldest and mest widest circulated Bank 
Reporter in America. 


THE 


AMERICAN 
BANK - REPORTER 


AND ATTORNEY LIST. 


Fer the Use of Banks, Bankers, Attorneys, 
Merchants and Manufacturers. 
The increased circulation of Taz Amertoanw Baxx Re- 
PORTER warrants us In saying, that it is the most desirable 
medium by whicn attorneys can have their names present- 
ed to the favorable consideration of the banking and com- 
mercial world, as only such names will be inserted as are 
fully endorsed as reliable by banks and other 
responsible parties, making such insertion a guarantee of 
professional worth and integrity. Aside from its useful- 
ness as a book of reference it will be found valuable to the 
names that appear as a means of obtaining business 
from its patrons, who include not only bankers and leading 
attorneys, but merchants, manufacturers and corporations. 
We will insert the names of Reliable At- 
torneys or firms in display type, both editions, 
one in February and one in August, with line 
for any specialty desired, including the twe 
copies of the work, at $5 per annum. 


Subscriptions respectfully solicited. 


STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, 


29 Murray St. (P.0.Box4ll.) NEW YORK. 





The 
Counsellors’ 


Bureau, 


No. 52 William Street, 
NEW YORK. 
TELEPHONE—“1791 JOHN.” 


CLARENCE McKENZIE, Manager. 
GEO. W. WEIFFENBACH, Senior Counsel 


a and 
State. 
oreign 


Prepares Briefs of Ar 
Memoranda of Authorities for a 
Acts as Resident Counsel ho 
Attorneys, etc. 


Correspondence Solicited. 


Fees moderate and will be stated in 
advance if requested, upon*Statement of 
Facts being furnished, order to be con- 
tingent upon acceptance of terms. 


Corporation Work a Specialty. 


References: 
Tue American Lawyer, 29 Murray Street, New York. 


Hon. D. D. Wurtryey, President, Hamilton Fire Ins, Co. 
7% William Street, New York. 


Caries W. Warsong, President The Bert American 
‘0., 90 Broad Street, New York. 








anadian 
ollections. 


ATTORNEYS desiring to establish 
@ connection bringing Canadian Collections 
and general business would do well to place 
their name iu the Legal Directory of Canada 
Law Journal (Established 1855) the organ of 
the Law Society, issued semi-monthly. The 
Journal reaches every lawyer in Canada, 
with very few exceptions. 


For terms and sample copy write 
CANADA LAW JOURNAL COMPANY, 


2 Teronte Street, Terente, Canada. 


Se 





